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CHAP. I 


1. The otcaſion of writing this Treatiſe. 2. The ſence 
of the Charch of England touching Tranſubſtan- 
tration. 3. Three Paſſages in hey Articles, Li- 
turgie aud Homilies that ſeem to 5 4 Real 
Preſence. 4. A yielding at leaſt ſor the preſent 
that the Charch of England is for « Real Preſence, 
bat of that Fleſh and Blood of Chrift which he dif+ 
tonrſes of in the ſixth Chapter of St. John's Goſpel, 
© though ſhe be for a Real Abſence of that which hung 
on t mn s. That our Saviour himſelf difts $ 
ms at ene een g The 
and that he there ſo earneſtly diſcourſes of. 6. 1 
this Divine Food there A's of , the Fleſh and 
Blood of (Chriſt, is moſt copionſly to be fed upon in 
the Holy Euchariſt , and that our Communion- 
Service alludes to the ſame, nor does by ſuch a Real 


Preſence ily any Tranſubſtantiation. 
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was this. I obſerving the Papers here in 
England,publiſhed in behalf of the Church 
' of Rome, and, for the drawing off Peopk 
from the Orthodox Faith of the Church of Eng. 
land, which holds with the ancient pure Apoſto- 
lick Church in the Primitive Times, before that 
general Degeneracy of the Church came in, to drive 
at nothing: more earneſtly , than the maintaining 
their grand Error touching the Euchariſt, wz. their 
_ Dodrine of Tranſubſtantiation : Into which they 
would bring back the Reformed Churches, by- ta- 
king hold of ſome Intimations, or more open Pro- 
f:ſons of theirs, of a- Real Preſence (though they 
abſolutely deny the Roman Dottrine of Tranſubſtan- 
tiation) and thus entangling and enſ{naring them in 
thoſe. free profeſſions touching that Myſtery of the 
Euchariſt, would. by hard pulling hale them. into 
that rightfully reliaquiſh'd Errour, for which and 
ſeveral others, they juſtly left the Communion of 
the Church of Rome : I. thought it my duty ſo far 
as my Age, and Intirmneſs of my Body will permit, 
to endeavour to extricate the Reformation, and eſpe- 
cially our Church of 'Exg/and from theſe Entangle- 
ments with which theſe. witty-and cunning Writers 
would entangle Her, in Her Conceſſions touching 
that myſterious Theory, and to ſhew there is no 
"Aaſhing betwixt her declaring againſt Tranſubſpanti- 
«ion and thoſe Paſſages which ſeem to imply a 
Real Preſence of the Body and Bloud of Chrift at 
the-Celebration-of the Holy- Excharift. 
2, Concerning which, that we.may the more 
clearly judge, we will bring into view what _ 
$% ays 
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_ ays touching them both. And as touching the 
former (Article 28.) her words are theſe : 'Tran- 
ſubſtantiation (er 'the change of the ſubſtance of 
Bread and Wine in the _ of the Lord) cannot 
be-proved by Holy Writ, but it is repugnant to the 
plain words of Scripture, -overthroweth the nature 
. ofa Sacrament,and hath given occaſion to many Su- 
perſtitions. And in the latter part of the Rabrzt at 
the end of the Communion: Service, She ſays, That the 
Sacramental Bread and Wine remain {till in their 
very natural Subſtances, and therefore may not be 
adored (for that were Idolatry to be abhorred of 
all faithful Chriſtians) and the zatwrs! Body and 
Bloud of our Saviour Chriſt are in Heaven and 
nat here, it being againſt the Truth of Chriſt's x4- 
tural Body to be at one time in more places than 
one. This is ſufficiently expreſs againſt Tranſnb- 
ſtantiation. 

3. Now thoſe pungee that ſeem to imply a Re- 
al Preſence in the Euchariſt are theſe. | In the above- 
narhed Article 28. The Body of. Chriſt, ſaith our 
Church, given, taken, and eaten in the Supper on- 
ly after an Heavenly and Spiritual manner. And the 
mean whereby the Body of Chriſt # received and eaten 
inthe Supper, i Faith. Againſt which our Adverſa- 
ries ſuggeſt ; that no Faith can make us aQually 
receive and eat that , which-is God knows how far 
diſtant from us, and that therefore we imply that 
the Body of Chriſt is realy preſent in the Exchariſt. 
Another Paſſage occurs in our Catechiſm ; where 
is told us, That the inward part of the Sacrament, or 
thing ſianified, is the Body and Bloud of Chriſt , which 
are verily ad indeed taken axd received by the faithful 
in the Lord's Supper. Where [verily] and Codeed] 
T&11: | Cems 


af = 4th. 


' PI I 4 IE. + . __ 
4s Cat; ho \ * 
= . - : 

A ws , 


ſeems to imply: a Real Prefanie and Fanddpactomed 
the Body a Bloud of Chrift. The ft place ſhalt be 
that in the Homily, of worthy receiving and reverend 
efteeming of the Sacrament of the Body and Bloud 
of Chriſt. The words axe theſe. 'But thus/much we 
muft be fureto/hold, that in the Supper of the Lord 
there 1s no vail Ceremony,no bars Sign, NO untrae Fi. 
gure of a thing abſent. But as the Scripeure fan, the 
Table of the the Bread and Cupof the Lord, 
the Memory of Chrift, 'the Annunciation' of his 
Death , yea the Cormineion of ' the Body aud Bload of 
the Lord, in 4 marvellous Taegpangtlas which” by 
the Operation of the Holy Ghoſt (the very bond of 
our conjunttion- with Chrift ) is through Paith 
wrought in the Souls of the faighful. ** Whereby 
fot only” their Souls live: to- Eternal Life , bur they 
ſdrely 'rrult to win their Bodies a RefurreQion tO 
Immortality. And immediately there is \added, 
The true underftanding of this Frution and Union 
which is betwixt the 'Body andthe Head , »berwixt 
the true Believers agd Chrift, the.ancient Cathotick 
Fathers both perceiving themſelves, and'commend- 
ing to'their people, were novatrad to call > 
per,” ſorne of thens, the Salye'of Immortatit 
tn” Prefervative- "againld. | Deathsz" Ns 
W607, others the fweet Dainties of 
» Pledge of Eternal Health, —_— 
fence of Faith; the Hope of the Refurreftionr;: Q 
thers the'Food: 'of Immortality, the HealhfulGrace 
__ foodie to Everlaſting wc 
ExproBs ie-theſe: 
bo qpite ies 1 by this: 
back” again into-the tonal ot Tras 


wil nnavollably imagine and alledge 
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that if we will ſtand to the Aſertions of our own 
Church, we muſt acknowledge the Rea! Preſence 
_ of the Body. and Bloud of: our Saviour in the Sa- 
crament. | | 
4. And let us be ſo-civil to them as at leaſt for 
the preſent to yield,” that underſtanding it in a due 
| ſenſe, we do acknowledge the Real Preſence.. But 
it does not at all follow from thence that we muſt 
hold that that very Body of Chriſt that hung up- 
on the Croſs, and whoſe Bloud was there ſhed, is 
really preſent in the Sacrament, | but that our 
Church ſpeaking conformably to Chriſt's Diſcourſe 
on this Matter 1n the ſixth of - Joh», and to the 
ancient primitive Fathers, whoſe expreſſions do 
tnly allude.to that Diſcourſe of our Saviour's' itn 
the ſixth of-S. John, doth afſert both a Real Pre- 
fence of the Body and Bloud of Chriſt to be recei- 
ved by the faithful in the Exchari/t, and alſo a Real 
Abſence of that Body and Bloud that was crucified 
and ſhed on the” Croſs.. *And' this'ſeems tobe the 
expreſs DoQtrine of our Saviour-in'the above\men- 
tioned Chapter of-S. John, where the Eternal Word 
incarnate ſpeaks thus---- - + - vo? 
John 6. v. 51. 1 am the living Bread which came 
down from Heaven, (viz.- the Manna which the 
Plalmiſt calls the Food'of Angels-alſo) if” any eat 
of this Bread he ſhall live forever (viz. of this true 
Manna,. of which the Manna in the Wilderneſs was 


but a 'I'ype) . and the Bread that I will give.is my fleſb 
(which defore ſhll is. that pabatrins "rs bv. 
the true Bread from Heaven) which I will give" for 
the life of the World , that the whole Intelleftual 
Creation may live thereby, it being their vivifick - | 
Food. For as you may gather by wver/. 62, 6 3 he 
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does ngt underſtand his fleſh that. on the 
Croſs. And it was the ignorance of r% ews that 
they thought he did: and therefore they cryed 
out on him, ſaying, v. 52. How can this man give 
us his fleſh: to eat? And that is becauſe they took 
him baton roger or an. ordinary man, not 
the incarnate Whieh Logos (lemens Alex- 
- Aaudrinus Calls s y. «mum, the zmpaſſible 1041 ; 
and_Trefs 6ſt 145 Þ 3 Ord aud of pevmoy Tree. Sud 
7 op hn man the. Sau of God born of him; 
he far s © mmoue ras, the Aw- 
thor of Regeneration, as having the Life in ham, the 
Zorn, John 1... 4. and this Z Zwnor Life the Divine 
or Spiritual Body, one neceſſary Element of Regene- 
ration ,. which mygery we cannot here inſiſt u 
Bet in the mean time let us obſerve our Saviour's 
Anſwer to this Scruple of the Jews, he is ſo far from 
from what he faid, that he with all car- 
neſtneſs and vehemency aſſerts the fame again. 

. Then Juv urs rhen Verily, verily, 1 ſay un- 
to you, except of "the Son of man (that 
is.of, the "> 0 Word Intarnate) and drink 
his bloud , 2 have no life in you. Whoſo eateth 
wy fleſh ana drinketh ney bloud hath Eternal Life , and 
I will raiſe him up at the lait day. For my. fleſb is meat 
g and my Feud ts drink inaced. "Hl that eateth 

and drinketh my bloud dwelleth in me and I in 
bins. 4s the living Father hath ſent me and. 1 live by 
the Father, ſo he that eateth me (vis. that eateth 
his fleſh drinketh his bloud) even he ſball live 
by me, This is that bread that came down from 


Fleaven, 
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Heaven, not us your Fatheys did ext owns and are 
lead; he that tateth of Yhis Bread ſhall tive for 
every. 

5. This is that exwe#, lofty and ſublime diſcourſe 
of out Saviour touching peovead Fleſh and Blood;that 
the ſcandal given to the Jew$ould nor drive him 
off from , and perſiſting in it he gave alſo offence 
to his Diſci ples, that muttered and faid, This is ax 
hard ſaying, who can hear it ? Wherefore I muſt 
confels ingenuouſly, that it ſeeras to me incredible, 
that under fo bfly wy uw a Style; and earneſt 
aſſeveration of what he affirms , thoug h to the 
{candal of both the Jews and his own n Diſciples, 
there ſhould not be couched forme moſt w 
and profound Trath concerning. ſome” yea! 
and Blood of his, touching” this vehement 
and ſublime Diſcourſe is framed, which oy Ln 
of that part of the Chriſtian I 
forme of t _— dp Chriſtianity) 
gen terms of a—__ 
drinking 1s ihe. pu yo ChHft - Bur 
reQifie the errour ve bis Dine, he 
firms, that he doth not mean what 'he faid of = 
Fleſh and Blood he then bore about with him. 
In v. 61,62, 63. Does this offend you (faith he to 
them) whe anal if yow ſhall ple Sod/bf"- Mas. 
frond np whers he was 7 hefibs (hn my particular #a- 
taral Body will be far enough removed from - you, 
and your "Lives then from ſo groſs a eonceit as to 
think I underſtand this 'of\ my naturaly, particniar 
Body or Fleſh). No' ſays hey gw þ profiteth 19- 
thing,” it # the ſpirit that - & vords thut'l 
ſpeak unto you , they ave Jpwit oy ods are life, that 
is to 0 ſay, they are FM that /piritacl you 
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and Life or- Spirit that. accompanies it (That which 
i ome 7 is fleſh, and that which is bory of 
the ſpirit is ſpirit) the both ſeed and »oariſhment of 
thole that. are Regexerere.; ' the Principles of their 
Regeneration, the Divine Food for their Nu- 
trition, whereby they. grow up to their due ſta- 
ture in Chriſt. 

6. And where, or where ſo fully is this Divine 
Food to be had, as in that moſt {olemn and moſt 
devotional approaching God 1n the Celebration of 
the Communion of the-: Body and Blood of Chri#, 
where we both teſtifie and advance thereby our 
[piritual union with him, according as he- has de- 
clared in iJobn ch. 6. He that eateth my fleſh, and 
dripketh my. blood, dwelleth in me, and I in him, Up- 
on Which our Communien-Service thus gloſſes: That 
if with a [true penitent heart and lively faith we 
receive this' Holy:Sacrament, we then ſpiritually 
eat, the Fleſh of - Chriſt and drink his Blood, we 
dwell .io-Chriſt 'and Chriſt in us, we are one 
with Chrift' and;Chriſt with us. And whereas 
the Adverſaries-of. our Church obje&t, We cannot 
eat the'Fleſh of -Chriſt and drink his Blood, in the 
Celebration- ofthe Lords Supper, unleſs his Fleſh 
and Blood be. really preſent; we do acknowledge 
_that that Fleſh and: flood which our Saviour 4d1{- 
courſes of in Sf ;fobm, and which our. Liturgie al- 
 ludes to,as alſo thoſe notable ſayings of the Fathers 
aboye-cited out of the FHomuly, touching the worthy 
receiving the Lord's Supper , is really preſent in the 
Euchariſt... {And that there is that which Chriſt 
calls his Fleſh-and- Blood diſtint from that which 
he thenibore about. with him, and was Crucified 
en the Croſs, he does moſt. manifeſtly declare in 
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"that diſcourſe in S* John, as I have already pro- 
ved. So manifeſt is it that the Rea/ Preſence does 
not imply any Tranſub#tantiation of the Bread and 
Wine into the Body and Blood of Chriſt. 


— 
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CHAP. IL. 


r. The Biſhop of Meaux his e#abliſhing Tranſubſtan- 
tiation por the literal ſenſe of [This 15 my Bo- 
dy]. 2. That according to the literal ſenſe , the 
Bread that Chriſs bleſſed was both Bread and the 
Body of Chriſt at once, and that the avoiding 
that abſurdity caſt them upon Tranſubſtantiation. 
3. That Tranſubſtantiation exceeds that awoided 
Abſurdity as contraditting the Senſes 4s well as Rea- 
ſon, and labouring pur 4 the ſame Abſurdity it 
ſelf. 4. Further Reaſons why the Road of the 
literal ſenſe is to be left, and that we are to ſtrike 
into the Figurative, the former contraditting the 
Principles of Phyſicks. 5. Of Metaphylicks. 
6. Of Mathematicks. 7. And of Logick. 8. That 
Tranſubſtantiation implies the ſame thing is and 
is not at the ſame time. g. 4 number of Abſur- 
dities plainly reſulting from 'Tranſubſtantiation... 


I. N D therefore to prop up this great m-- 

ſtake of Tranſubſtantiation,. they are fain to- 
recur.and ſtick to a literal ſenſe of thoſe words 
of our Saviour [This is my Body] which I finding 
no where more handſomely. done. than by the 
Right Reverend Biſhap of Meaux, I ſhall produce 
the Paſſage in. his own. words (that. is the tran(la+ 
ty ti0N; 
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tion 'of them) in his Expoſition of the Doitrine 

the (athglick Charch, Set. 10. The Real Preſenes, 
fays he, of the Body and Blood of our Saviour is 
ſolidly eſtabliſhed by- the words of the Inſtitution 
(This is my Body) which we underſtand /iterally ; 
and there is no more reaſon to ask us why we fix 
our ſelves to the. proper -and /iteral ſenſe , than 
there is to ask a Traveller why he follows the 
high Road. Tt is their parts who have recourſe to 
the Fixwative ſenſe and who take by-paths, to give 
A rendba for what they do. As for us, ſince we 
find nothing in the words which Jeſus Chriſt 
makes uſe ot for the Inſtitution of this Myſtery 
obliging us to take them in a Figerative {« we 
think that to be a ſufficient Reaſon to determine us 


to the izreral. 
2. In anſwer to this, I ſhall, -if it be not too 


4 KY 


greet a Preſumption, firſt accompany this venera- 
le Perſon in this h#gh Road of the /iteral ſence of 
the words of Inftiration (This is my Body) and 
then ſhew how this Road, as fairly as it looks, is 
here a mere Aiport that hath no exitns or Pal- 
ſage, ſo that we muſt be forced to divert out of 


it, or go abck again. 
Firſl nhan, let us take this en high Road, 
y) 


r 
and fay the words (This is my are t0 be un- 
derſtood literally. Wherefore let us produce the 
whole Text and follow this kind of Gloſs, *Luke 
22.19. And be took bread, and gave thanks, and brake 
#, and gave unto them, ſaying, This is my Baay, which 

| i given for you, This doin remembrance of me. Like- 
whe. 0 the cup ufter upper, ſaying, Thu cup is the 
New Teſtament in my 'blood, which is ſhed for you. 
Now -it we keep to the mere /#era/ ſenſe, pou 
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Cap (as well as this Bread is the Body of Chriſt) 
muſh be really the New Te/tament in Chriſt's Bloud, 
which 15a thing unavoidable if we tye our ſelves 
to the /;teral fenſe of the words. But why is not 
the Cp the Bloud or Covenant in ChrifPs Bloud ? 
But that a C»p-and Bloud are Diſparata, or in gene- 
ral, Oppoſita, which to affirm one of another is a 
Contradiction ; as if one ſhould fay a Bear is a 
Horſe, and therefore we are conſtrained to leave 
the {tera ſenſe, and to recur to fewrative. But 
precifely to keep to the inftitution- of that part 
of the Sacrament that reſpets Chriſt's Body; 
It is plain that what he took he gave thanks 
for, what he gave thanks for he brake, 
what he brake he gave to his Diſciples, faying, 
This (which he took, gave thanks for, brake, and * 
gave to his Diſciples, v#z. the above-mentioned 

cad) is my Body, Wherefore the /iferal ſenſe 
muſt neceſſarily be , This Bread ( as before it 
was this Cup) 7s my body. Inſormuch that accord- 
ng to this {eral ſenſe it is both: really Bread ftill, 
and really the Body of Chyiſt at once. Which, T be» 
lieve, there is no Romaniſ# but will be aſhatned to 
admit. But why cannot he admit this but thar 
Bread and the Boay of Chriſt are Oppoſita, and there- 
fore the one cannot be ſaid to be the other withonr 
a perfe&t repugnancy or contradition to-humane 
Reaſon ; as abſurd as if one ſhould ſay a Bear is a 
Horſe, or a Roſe a Black-bird, whence, by the bye, 
we may note the neceffary uſe of Reaſon in Matters 
of Religion, and that what is a yuw Contraditton 
to humane Reaſon, ſuch as a Triangle is a Circle, 
or a Cow an Horſe, are not to be admitted for Artt- 


cles of the Chriſtian Faith. And for this Reaſon, 
| I ſuppole 
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I ſuppoſe-the Church of Rome fell into the opinion 
of Tranſubſtantiation, (from this /iteral way of ex- 
pounding theſe words [ Licuh thy! Body] ) rather 
than according to the genuine leading of that way, 
they would admit that what Chriſt gave his Diſci- 
ples, was both real Bread and the rea! Body of 
Chriſt at once. | 
3. But ſee the infelicity of this DoQtrine of 
Tranſubſtantiation, which does not only contradiQ 
the inviolable Principles of Rea/o» in humane Souls, 
but alſo all the outward ſenſes, upon which ac- 
count it is more intolerable than that opinion 
which they ſeem ſo mach to abhor, as to prefer 
Tranſubſtantiation before'it, though it contradiQ 
only Reaſon, not the outward Senſes, which rightly 
circumſtantiated are fit Judges touching. ſenſible 
Objets , whether -they be this or that, Fiſh or 
Fowl, Bread or Fleſh. Nay I may add that theſe 
Tranſubſtantiators have fallen over and above that 
contradiftion to the rightly circumſtantiated ſenſes, 
into that very abſurdity, that they ſeemed ſo much to 
abhor from, that is the confounding two oppoſite Spe- 
cies into one Individual Subſtance, vis. that one and 
the ſame Individual Subſtance ſhould be really both 
Bread and Chris Body at once. But by their tran- 
{ubſtantiating - the ſndividual Subſtance of the 
Bread into the Individual Subſtance of Chriſt's Body, 
they run into this very Repugnancy which they 
ſeemed before ſo cautiouily to avoid ; two Indivi- 
dual Subſtances (as ſpecies infime) being Oppoſita, 
and therefore uhcapable of being ſaid to be the ſame, 
or to be pronounced one 'of the other without a 
Contradiftion. It is impoſſible that the Soul of So- 
crates, for example, ſhould be ſo Tranſubſtantiated 
7 1 into 
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into the Soul of P/atyy that it ſhould become his Soul, 
infomuch that it may- be ſaid. of Szcrates his Soul, 
that it is the Soul of Plato; and there is the ſame 
Reaſon of Tranſubſtantiating the Subſtance of the 
Bread into the Subſtance ot the Body. of Chriſt. 
So that the Sub/axce of the Bread may be ſaid to 
be the Body of Chriſt, or the Subſtazce of his' Body, 
which 1t muſt*either- be, or be annihilated, and.then 
it is not the Tranſub#antiation of the Subſtance of 
the Bread, but the Annihilativn of it, into the Body 
of Chris?. Ao 
4. And having rid ia this fair promiſing Road of 
the /iteral ſenſe, but thus far, I conceive, 'I have 
made it manifeſt, that it is not paſſable, but that we 
have diſcovered ſuch difficulties as may very well 
move me to ſtrike out of it, or return back. ' And 
further , to ſhew I do it not raſhly ; I ſhall add ſe- 
veral other Reaſons, as this venerable Perſon-(that 
thinks fitteſt to keep in it ſtill) doth bur ri lly 
require; as declaring, It is their parts who have 
recourſe to the Figwrative ſenſe, and who take by- 
hs to give a reaſon why they do fo. 'Where- 
ore beſides what I have produced already, I add 
theſe tranſcribed out - a nor - mine - writ 
many years ago. Beſides-then the Repugnancy. 
of this  Dodtrine of Tranſubſtantiation ak com- 
mon ſenſe of : all men, according to which it can- 
not but be judged to be Bread till , .I ſhall now 
ſhew how it contradiQs the Principles of. all Arts 
and Scrences (which .if we may- not make uſe: of 


in Theology, .to what great omen 11- the 
Vaiverſitic in Chriſtendom ?) the pe lay, 
of Phyſicks , of Metaphyſicks, of |Mathemicks, and 
of Logick. It is a Principle ia Phyſics, "That that 
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_—_— uy [that abgdy cocup ies, ban 
ta ogcupits; it, Now 
poſe that one and the ſame body occupies two ſuch 
internal places or ſpaces.at once. This body there- 
rock is equal-to.two.1} which are double to one 
_— J re the body is. double to that 
| ac lingle ſpace, and therefore one and the 
ms Boy to it ſelf, which is an enormous 
ontr adittto 
5. Again in Metaphyſicks, the body, of Chriſt is 
why anged one, that as much as, Ong 
in the World Now the, Metaphyſical 
oh pany is to. be zndiviſum ſe (both goes 
partes and: guoad. totum): as. well as diviſum 4 quolibet 
alia ;/ bat the; body of- Chriſt, being] both, in Hea- 
ven,/-and/without-any continuance: of that-: body 
Fas ne oe Eatth alſo, : the whole body is divided 


whole.' body , and: therefore is entirely 
both «uv and. nealr4; which is a perfeRt contra- 


-'6.. Thirdly, In the Mw hematicks (Goncil: Trident, 
Seſſ. 13) che 'Councibof \Trens ſaying, that, in the 
ſeparation of-the' parts of\ the, /pecies (that which 

| bears the outward: ſhow of Bread. . Wine): that 
from. 7 06/4 repel is., —y of the whole, 
divided- into; ſo;: many ies,;of, Chmſt, the 


of Chai bring as s at. the. ſame time e- 
Sy 


t0.it ſelf. that a; pars of: the: di- 
viſion is I whale that. is divided, againſt 
that.common on:in Exclid, That the whole is 
7. And lf Zi, Maxim, That 

7. it-is-4 } 
the-parts with. bla Max but. diſa-< 
greeomeni angther; bur juahaabore daidehvilion 
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of F the | Hoſt or Sacramieny; dy arts Ft ſo well + 


pres that they are inti ae individu! 
| And w ereas any D viſich, renner Lot. 
tel or >Phyficat , is the Diviſion of Brie 'ne 186 
Us is bnt the Divifisn of ojje into one fd 
[F,, which is a petfe@ cofttradition. 
"4 Ne all DAR you you ay add, That the Tras- 
ſubſtantiation of the Bread and Wine i into the Body 
and Blood of Chriſt implys, that the ſame thing 
- both & and 7s »of at the ſame! Hime (which is a- 
gainft that Fundamental Principle in £97ict and 
Metaphy(icks, that both parts of a ontradiciion can- 
not be true) which I proven thus. For that Jzdy- 
vidual thing that can be magle, or is to be, made 
of any thing, 1s not ; the progreſs in this caſe 
being 4 privatione ad-habitum, as the Schools ſpeak; 
and the terms of Generation or of being made, viz; 
# quo and ad quem being Now eſſe aid Efſe,of Nomrex- 
_ and Ex:iftent; ſo that that paſſing, is frorti Now- 
exiſtent to Exiftent. Now the individu body of 
Chriſt is 20 be »1ade of the Wafer conſecrated, fof it 
is tiirned into his I-dividudl Body. But his Ind- 
vidual Body was before this Conſecration; where 
fore it both was and was not at the ſame timie. For 
in the” making thereof there was a paſſing from 
the re-1minms 2 quo, which is the No#exiſterity of the 
thing to be made, to the terminus ad quem, to the 
Rei of it, which yet was in Being before. ' 
o Theſe difficulties are ſufficient to ſhow that 
this high Road of the literal {enle taken to eftabliſh' 
Tyanſubtzatiation i 1s not paſſable; ſo that there is a' 
neceffity. of diverting or back. - Nor will'it 
be much needfut to hint ily theſe or other like 


ablurdities mote a to the 3h at _—_— 
uc 
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ſuch -as, 'That the ſame. Body at the ſame 
time is greater and lefſer than it ſelf; Is but a 
foot diſtant from me or leſs, and yet many thou- 
fand miles diſtant from me: That one-and the 
ſame Perſon may be ingrely preſent with himſelf, 
and ſome hundred thouſand miles abſent from him- 
ſelf at once.; That he may fit ſtill on the Graſs, and 
yet journey, and walk at the ſame time : That an 
organized body that hath head, feet, hands, &«, 
is intirely in every part: of it ſelf, the comely parts 
in the more 'uncomely : That the ſame Body 
now in Heaven may really preſent it ſelf on 
Earth without paſſing any ſpace either direQly or 
circuitouſly-: 'That'our Saviour Chriſt communice- 
ting with. his Diſciples: in. the laſt Supper, ſwal- 
lowed- down his whole intire Body, limbs, back, 
belly, head and mouth and all into his ſtomach, 
which might amuze and puzzle one to conceive 
how it was poſſible for his Diſciples not to miſs 
the ſight of his handsand head, though his cloaths 
,were {till viſible as not being ſwallowed down in- 
to his ſtomach. Or , whether our Saviour ſwal- 
lowed down his own :Body into his ſtomach 
or no, this puzzle will ſtill remain, how his Diſci- 
ples could: {wallow him dawa without his cloaths, 
he being ſtill in his cloaths; or how. they could 
{wallow him down in his cloaths, the bread be- 
ing not tranſubſtantiated into his cloaths, but into 
his body only. - Theſe and ſeveral ſuch Abſur- 
dities it . were caſie to enumerate. But I hope I 
have produced ſo much already that I may, and 
any. ane elfe, be -thought to have very good 
caufe to leave this high Road of the literal Fake 
and betake our ſelves to that more ſafe path E 
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the Figurative, whereby Tranſubſtantiation with all 
its Abſurdities is avoided. 
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CHAP. II. 


1. 4n evaſion of the Incredibility of Tranſubſtantiati- 


- 


I, 


on drawn from the Omnipotency of God, 2. An. 


. That it is no derogation to God's Omnipotency not to 


be able to do what it implies a contradittion to be done. 
3. 1f this Tranſubſtantiation had beer fecible, yet 
it had been Ig to the Goodneſs a»d Wildom 
of Chriſt to have effefted it. 4. A marvelous wit- 
ty device of taking away all the Abſurdities of Tran- 
{ubſtantiation, bh wing to ChriſPs Body a ſuper- 
natural manner of exiftence. 5. That the neat 
Artifice of this Sophiſtry lies in putting the ſmooth 
term of {upernatural for counter-eſſential or a- 
ſyſtatal. 6. That it is an Aſyſtatal manner of Ex- 
iſtence, proved from the Author's deſcription thereof 


in ſeveral particulars. mr” en the multi- 


plication of Chriſf”s Body, and difference of time of 
its production. 7. From Non-extenſion of parts. 
8. From Independency of place. 9. To make 4 
body independent of” Place as wnconceivable as to 
make it independent of Time. 10. The Argu- 
ment from being whole in every part of the 
Symbols. 


UT of which Abſurdities the moſt witty 
evaſion offered to our conſideration that 


T have met with, is in that ingenious and artfully 


compoſed Treatiſe, entitled, 4 Papiſt Mas" 
| a 


ey 3 4 
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aud ed. . In his Chapter of the Euchariſt 
toward the end, it is well worth the tranſcribing 
that I may offer ſome brief Anſwers to the things 
faith he (pag. 11. li. 22.) not at all hearkning to 
his Senſes in a matter where God ſpeaks ; he un- 
feignedly confeſſes, that he that made the World of 
nothing by his ſole Word, That cured Dilcaſes by 
his Word, That raiſed the Dead by his Word, 
that expelled Devils, "That commanded the Winds, 
and. Seas, That multiplied Bread, That changed 
Water into. Wine by his Word , and Sinners into 
Juſt men, cannot want Power to change Bread and 
w_ 41nto. his own Body and Bloud by his ſole 
Word. | | 
2, It is an invidious thing to diſpute the Power 
of the Eternal Logos or Word Incarnate, who is God 
of. God, very God of very-God, and therefore 
Omnipotent, and can do. all| things that imply no 
Contradidtion to be done, as moſt certainly none of 
theſe things there ſpecifiid do imply it. But 
things repugnant. to. be done we may, and that 
with due reverence, declare God cannot do. As 
the Apoſtle does not. ſtick to ſay, God cannot tye, 
Hebr. 6, 18. And why is it impoſſible for God to 
lye, but that it-is repugnant td the PerfeAion of his 
Nature, and particularly, that Attribute of his Ve- 
racity.. Nor will any adventure to affirm that he 
can make a Globe or Cylinder which ſhall be e- 
quidiſtant from, or touch a Plane though but in 
half of their Spherical or Cylindrical Superficies.: 
Gh _ from whols, Center | h- cue he 
be unequal, or a ReQangle. Triangle, | 
Power, of: whole Fyporevs/s ſhall not be oqunl.09 
| | 
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"both the Powers of the Buffs and! Carheaw. And 
it fine, there are fixt and immutable Keas of things, 
and ſuch neceflary and inſeparable reſpe&ts and: pro- 
| perties of them, that to imagine them muzable,. ot 

that God can change them, is to diſorder and 
_ change the Eternal and Immutable Tatelle& of God 

Fro of Of which thoſe indeleble and neceſſary 
Notions, which the minds of all mankind are con- 
{cious to themſelves of, if they be but awakned in- 
to free- attention thereto, is but. a compendious 
Tranſcript. 

Ard-therefore God* his being not able to do any 
thing that is'a Contradiion to thoſe Eternal Ideas 
and:/Habitudes of them in his. own mind; 15 no lef- 
{ſening of his. O-miporency, but to imagine other- 
wile , 15 to diffolve the Eternal Frame of the Di- 
vine Intellect, and under a pretence of amplifying 
his Omipotency, to enable God to deſtroy h WY Or 
to: make him ſo weak or zpotent as to be capable of 
—_ deftroyed by himſelf, which is a.thing impo{- 
ible. | Oy 
' 3. But ſuppoſe the Eternal Word Tncarnate could. 
have turned rhe Bread and Wine into his own 1z4r- 
vidual Body and Bloud , and the thing it ſelf, were- 
fecible, though it ſeems ſo palpably contradifti- 
ous to us: yet there would-be this difficulty till re- 
maining, that it is repugnant to his W:/dow'and* 
Goodneſs fo todo (as the Apoſtle ſays, itis-impoſli- 
ble for God-to lye) in'that manner. he is ſuppoſed” 
to' have done it, that is, . in_declaring, .a- thing; 1s 
done-that-is repugnant: ſo 'apparently-to* our Intel-* 
leQual Faculties, and*leaves: ſd neags! an afſt-- 
rancetoall our Senſes, thought never | rightly ie 
cumſPantiated, that it: is not” done, but- tit W541 


i TOE l « £fE LY LOR tn ” ins <9 \ bs = <A 
k = p %. © Sa ”. Ws . . "_ on" » ' - ww = : » 
4 of : pl +» X +00 \ ny © 7%. . - 
—— WI y Cd din. 3" - Pp . . KLFY - _ , 
A-Brief Diſcour Cnar 
þ "1 £9 + ; | H Ps Hl. c 


ftill Bread ; and yet that theſe ſpecies of Bread and 
Wine ſhould be ſupported by a Miracle, to obfirm 
or harden us in our unbelief of this Myſtery of 
Tranſubſtantiation. How does this ſute with either 
the Wiſdom of God, if he would in good earneſt 
have us to believe this Myſtery, or with his Good- 
effi, to give this Scandal to the World, for whom 
Chriſt died, and to occaſion ſo bloudy Perſecutions of 
innumerable innocent Souls , that could not believe 
a thing ſo contrary to all Senſe and Reaſon, and in- 
deed to Paſſages of Scripture it ſelf, whoſe Penmen 
he did inſpire? Wherefore this is a plain Evince- 
ment that our Saviour meant ſgwrativery when he 
ſaid [This is my Body] and that his Pifciples un- 


derſtood him ſo (there being nothing more uſual 
in the Jewiſh Sage than to call the Sigz by the 


Name of the thing ſignified) and that this /zteral 
Gloſs has been-introduced by After-ages without 
any fault of our Saviour. But in defence of the li- 
teral ſenſe which he would have to infer Tranſub- 
ftantiation, our Author holds on thus, viz. 

4. That this may be done . without danger of 
multiplying his Body, and making as many Chriſts 
as Altars, or leaving the La hand of his Father, 
but only by giving to his Body a Supernatural manner 
of Exiſtence, by which being left without Extenſion 
of Parts, and rendred independent of Place, it may be 
one and the ſame in many places at oxce , and whole 
in every part of the Symbols, and not obnoxious 
to any Corporeal Contingencies. And this kind of 

iftence is no more than what in a manner he bes 
ſtows upon every glorified Body , than what his 
own Body had when born without the leaſt violation 

| of his Mother's Virginal Integrity , when he m_-_ 
p om 


or 
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from the Dead 'out of the'Sepulcher withour re- 
maving the ſtone ; when _he entered amongſt his 

Diſciples, the Doors being ſhut.  _ 

5. This is, as I faid, a witty contrived evaſion 
to:elude the above-mentioned Repugnancies I have 
noted, and exquiſitely well titted for the amuſing 
and confounding of more vulgar and weak minds, 
er ſuch as have not leiſure to conſider things to 
the bottom, and for the captivating them into a 
profeſſion of what they have no determinate or 
diſtiaQt apprehenſion of, by di/fin#ions and: exem- 
plifications that give no real ſupport to the cauſe 
they are brought in for to maintain, 

; For firſt, to pretend that by a ſupernatural man- 
wer of Exiſtence a body may be 1n more places than 
one at. once, at the right hand of God the Father 
| in Heaven, and on the Altar at the ſame time, &c. 
The Artifice of the Sophiſtry-lies ia this, that. he 
has put a more zolerable and /oft expreſſion in lieu 
of one that (according to his explication of the 
matter) would ſound more herſb, but is more zrxe 
and proper in this caſe. - For this manner of Exiſt- 
ence of a Body which he deſcribes is not ſimply 

natural, which implies it is a Body ſtill, as a 
Milkſftone by a ſupernatural power held up in the 
air is a Mill-ſtone till, though it be in that ſuper- 
natural condition, , But the condition he deſcribes 
is{uch as is_not only; ſupernatural but counter-eſſen- 
' tiakor:A/yſtatal, that 15; Repugnant to the very Be- 
ing of.a Body, . or of any finite ſubſtance.in the U-, 
niverſe, - It 15 as if the Mill-ſtone. were not only 
por, s ſupported a the Aur,but were as tranſ- 

0 
e 


parent, as ſoft and fluid, and of- as-undetermined a 
ſhape as the Air it ſelf, or as if a right-angled 
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Triangle were devine: t6 be ; Rill;. thoughithe: 
Hhpotenuſa were not-of equal power withthe Bf 
and Carhetws , which is a thing impoſſible; but if 
inſtead of a' mmanwey' of exiſtence, it had 
been ſaid an” Ayſffatal manner of exiſtence; that is, 
an exiſtence mr tothe very Being of a Body 
or any finite ſub eNe; it would have been dif- 
covered to be a contradiction at the very: firſt 
ſight, and therefore fuch as ought to be rejefted, 
as well asthe affirming that what Chrift gave was. 
really Breatl and' really his Body at once. 
W 6. _ —_ Rnwiewomarrrgrs# this > 

mooth term ot [tupernatura that it 15 an fk 
rat rmanner of exiſtence, that is here given Ho 
Body of Chriſt, inay appear from our Author's de- 
{eription thereof. For in vertue, he ſaith, of this 
[* ernatara manner of exiſtence, there may be a 
ff antietion without danger of multiplying 
Chit” $-Body, and making as many Chriſts-as Al- 
tars. But it impoſſible this Abſurdity ſhould be a- 
voided, ftrppofing Tr ation. For there is not 
a more certain and infallible fign of two bodily Per- 
ſons being two bodily Perſons, and -notthe [ame Per- 
{on, thandiſtance ofplace,wherein they are ſeparate 
one from another, '4nd ——_— two not one 
body, and this-4s the very caſe in 1ran/ubſtantia- 
ies, that the body: of 
Chrift is m mayor diftant places at once. 
Which imagi Boron in-it is not ſupernatural 
wn A far, and romradictons to the. very 7 Being of 

any Five fubſtance whatever, -as has been intima- 


dan as ro” 4 viepe ce-of- hy Ohe's. infers diffe- 
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ton, which manifeſtly 
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(ofiviwe of itheir Prodefce.  TThat:which:was pro- 
-duced,” ſuppoſe fixceen hundred:Years ago: and :re- 
-mains ſo -produced caunot ibe : produced ſuppoſe 
$erigateiay, or at-this preſent moment, and {0 
be ſixteen hundred 'Years-older-or - younger than.gt 
lf Phis is not- only | ſupernatural 'but A/y/tatal, 
and implies a -perfe&t-contradi&ion ; but yet: this 
4s-the very caſe in Traxſabſtantiation. The Body 
of /Chrift born ſuppoſe ſixteen 'hundred Years.ago, 
is-yet-produced--out of /the Tranſubitantiated Bread 
-but now or: yeſterday,-andiſo-the ſame body is (ix- 
teen hundred” Years-older. or: younger'than itſelf, 
-whichis a-perfe&t Contradiition. = | 
/7. 'Secontly , Phe 'Papiſt : repreſented declares, 
'That-rhe>Rody of [Chriftby vyertue of .this {aper- 
anutaral mayer of \Exiſtence, »is-left-without Extenſpor 
of - parts, -which is-a perfelt contradittion- toithe ve- 
_ ry-nature and-efſence.vf_a Bedy, whoſeuniverſally 
acknow ledged Definitionis /Teryn Dazuror artiry- 
oy, *unplying a Trinal inpexetrable _— Or: CX- 
tenſion) Beſides, did ChriſtsBody.at his:laft Supper 
| 0 tar et hr 6 mp the Bread into 
 4t, doſe all extenſion-of parts ? \What: then filled 
out: his- cloaths-as he fat- with: his/Diſciples at 'Ta- 
ble ?- or how: could: the . Jews-lay  hold- on Chriſt's 
Body to Crueifie4t, if: he had-no extenſion-of parts 
tobe laidihold on ?:How could there be: hands and 
feet-and organization-of parts, -either-atithe Table 
or-on-the Croſs, 4f' thete-were no-extenſion of parts 
tobe organized'? And laftly, being -the!Trau/ub- 
Wantiated Bread -is- the -very "Individual -Body of 
Chriſt,-if: they would: aye Gay Being © left-wath- 
outextenſion of-parts,'to\be underſtood of it, '/how 
e Individual Body - of ' Chrift 
D 2 
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have Extenſion of 'Parts:and have 'no:;Extenſion of 
Parts, have ization 'of Parts and: have no Or- 
ization, of Parts at once: ſo that the condition 
of Chriſt's Body here ſuppoſed is plainly Afatal, 
not as is /moorthly.expreſi yy Supernatural. 
8. Thirdly, Whereas the Papiſ# Repreſented de- 
\  clares, that this Swpernatural Manner of Exiſtence 
of Chriſt's Body.-renders it | Independent of Place, 
what can the meaning of that be, but that by ver- 
tue of this priviledge tt might exiſt without any 
Place or: Ubj, which'Bodies in, their - natural con- 
dition \-cannot ? .;But: this claſhes +with, the very 
Story of our Saviour Chriſt', who -was'certain- 
ly in the Room in which he ate the Paſſover 
with his Diſciples, after he had #ranſubſtantiated the 
Bread-into; his I=diyideal Body, and therefore it did 
not exit Independently of Place, wn virtue of any ſuch 
Supernatural Manner of. Exiſtence as. 1s. imagined. 
And as this/does- not. agree with matter of FaCt, 
ſo it is a perfe& contradiction to the Eſſenge of - 
Body. or finite Subſtance. to be 'exempted: from all 
connexion with -Place-or Ub, but a finite Subſtance 
mult be in a definite Ubi ;- and while it is in ſuch a 
definite Ubz, it is impoſſible to canceiye that it is 
in another Place or Ubi, whether' intra: or extra mwy- 
nia Mundi.” Re that cloſely! and preciſely conſiders 
the point,- he will not fail, Ithink ,todiſcern the 
thing to-be-impoſhble.; And 'what contradiftion 
It implies I have. demonſtrated above. . So that 
we {ce there can-be no ſuch; Supernatural Manner 
of Exiſtence conferred; on a Body in, making 1t 
independent of Plase or .Ubiety,: as, to .capacitate it to 
be one and the fame Body n diveele places at once, 
but that this ſuppoſed Supernatural Manner is truly 
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-an Aſyftaral Manner, and ſuch as is repugnant to 
-the very Being of a Body, or any finite Subſtance 
whatſoever. | 
- 'g9. To make a body in this ſenſe independent of 
.Place or Ukbiety, 1s as unconceivable as to make tt 
independent of Time , which yet would ſo compleat 
this impoſſible - Hyporhefis, that under: this pre- 
tence when a thing has ſuch a Supernatural Ex- 
zſtence as exempts it from all connexion with or 
relation to T:me, but ſuppoſes it utterly inde- 
-pendent thereof , as was explained before touching 
(Plate, we may ſuppoſe what we will of a Body, 
that it may be Bread and zot Bread at the fame 
time, that it may be at Thebes and at Athens at the 
fame. time, as. we ordinary mortals would phraſe 
it, fith it is lifted up above all Relation md Con- 
-nexion- with Time, nor hath any thing todo with 
any Time. But yet this aſluredly is not-a mere 
Supernatural Manner of Exiſtence, but plainly 
Aſy#atal , and fuch as if God could cauſe, 
there would be no Eternal and Immutable Truths, 
but under a Pretext of” exalting the Omntpotence of 
God, they would imply. hun able to deſtroy his own 
Nature, which nl argue an Impotency in him, 
and to extinguiſh and confound. the Izwiolable Ideas 
of the Divine IntelleC&t, as I intimated above. 
— T0. Andfourthly and laſtly,That'in vertue of this 
Supernatural manner of Exiſtence, the Body of Chriſt 
ſhould be whole in every part of the Symbols, and 
thereby become not obnoxious toany corporeal Con- 
tingencies ; (which 1s ſaid, m—_— toavoid the 
Abt the Body of Chriſt 


urdity: of grinding a-pieces 


with 'our Teeth when we'chew the ſuppoſed: Spe- 
cies) thus to exitt whole-3n every part, 1s not a mere 
_— Ar 
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Supermaneral Ha of exiting, bat. Aſyſtatal, and 
either. that the leaſt part of Chriſt's Body is 
as big as the whole, or that the whole\Body :is 
\Godilmorvs: how many thouland times bigger than 
-1TeIf. Forscertainly the whole Body. comprized 
urider the'whole Bread or Species of Bread, 15 ma- 
_ ny:thouſand times bigger than one : particle thereof 
| wc erthana Pins point. Beſides that this ma- 
. king:therBody of Chriſt whole: in every part, -takes 
away All tbility of. diftinCt Organ:2acion of his 
Body, unleſs-you will have:every Pins ;point: of it 
to-have Head, Feet; Hands, Arms, andrthe reſt of the 
| Parts of an humane Body, or-have'the fame Jnd- 
evinnal Body organized and unorganized at the lame 
time., 'which are as:palpable Contradictions as any 
can Occur to the-underftanding of a man. 
'And:thus'\much-T-thought 'fit to-intimate:touch- 
ing:this Witty Diſtin&ion of 'a Natural and Saper- 
natural Manner of 'Exiftence of a Body, and'to ſhew 
that this|pretended Swpernatural Manner of: the Ex- 
—_ ek O pr —- from 2 Bread 
mr vated, as therPapiſt Reprefented deſcribes 
gy 0p an '4h atal\Manner of 'Exiſtence, and 
zncouſiftent with" the Being of my Body, or :fixite 
Subſtance whatſoever. 
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+ Exiſtence 4 Glorified Bodics, not :ta-reach the (aſe. 
+ 35: or the ſecond;,. im: Chriſt's, Body barn without 
_ the leait Wiolation: of his Mothers Virginal. Integrity. 

4+ 1Nor- the third in Chriſt's riſing. out of the: Sex 
.;pulher - without: the removing of the: ſtone, 
5, Nor the fourth, in (riffs entring amongſt his 
 Ds{ciples the doors being ſhut. 6. 'Tranſubſtan» 
- tation \;wplying 4 number of contradittions. as harſh 

as that. of the: ſame body being both Chriſt's Body 
- 4nd. Bread at: once, and there being no (alvo: for. 
.. them but this device. of a ſupernatural manner 
of: Exiſtence, and: this ſo plainly failing, it is. ins: 

poſeble that Tranſubſtantiation ſbqnld be the. true: 

mods of the Real Preſence. 


t, | T remains naw that we only touch upon 

- lightly the exemplifications of this ſupernatu- 
nel manner of Exifence of a Body , conſiſting in: 
theſe. peculiarities, Non-extenſion of: parts, Indepen- 
dency of Place, and being whole in every: pert, and 
to- note how none of theſe inſtances reach- the 
preſent caſe. 

2. As firſt that of a glorified Body. What 
Scripture, Reaſon or Authority ever kuggeſted' to: 
us; that the g/orified Body of Chriſt himielf, much: 
| belS every glorified Body, is without extexſion of 
perts, has no relation to. or connexion with Place, 
or is whole in every part. For without extenſion 
of Parts it cannot be ſo much as a Bogy. And 
were not Moſes and Elias together with Chrift at 
his. Transfiguration on: Mowit Tbor, at kealt live- 
ly Figures of the Rate of a. g/arified Bogy, but it is 


evident by ISI ron =_ _— 


of parts, '«lſz what 
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upon what is unextended , and what glory can 
fue from a ſingle Mathematical point as I may 
ſo call it ? And in that they were on Mount Tab 
together, it is manifeſt. they had a connexion 
with or dependency on Place, nor did exift with. 
out being in ſome 64. And that the' glorified 
Body of Chriſt is in Heaven not on Earth, 1s plain 
from A#. 3.21. and touching his Body he roſe 
in, and therefore was his ReſurreQion-Body, 
Matt. 28. 6. 'The Angel ſays, He # not here, for he is 
riſen; which had been a mere Non ſequitur, if his 
Body could have begn in more places than one at 
once, which property the Pap: repreſented gives 
it upon . account of Traxſubtantiation. And for 
as much as the Tranſubſtantiated Bread and the Body 
of Chriſt is'one and the ſame Individual Body, and 
that this that is once Chriſt's Body never periſhes,it is 
evident, that the Body:he role in, being one and the 
fame Body with the Tranſubſtantiated: Bread, muſt 
have the capacity by this /#pernatural manner of Ex- 
zftence above deſcribed, to-be -in- moe places than 
one at once, which is a perfeQ contradiQtion to 
the Angels reaſoning : He « not here, for he is riſen, 
and gone hence. For according to this {upernatu- 
ral manner of Exiſtence, which they ſuppoſe in 
Chriſt's Body upon the account of Tranſubſtantia- 
tion, he might be both there and gone thence at 
Once. | 
3- The ſecond Inſtance of this ſupernatural man- 
ner of exiſtence of a Body, is Chriſt's Body: born 
without the leaſt violation of his Mothers Virgi- 
_ nal Integrity, which is ſuch a ſecret as the Scri- 
pture has not revealed, nor any ſufficient Autho- 
rity aſſured us of : The \Mother of Chriſt ſtill 
BL continuing 
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continuing 2 Virgin,: becauſe ſhe had nothing «to 
do with any-m4, though that which was con- 
ceived in her by the overſhadowing. of the Holy 
Ghoſt -came out of her Womb in the ſame cir- 
cumſtances there, [that other - humane- Births do. 
But. ſuppoſe the Body of Chriſt paſs'd the [wicket 
of the Womb without opening it , as the .Sun- 
beams paſs through a Cryſtal or Glaſs, does this 
import that his Body is either Independent of Place, 
or 15 devoid of Extenſion, or whole in 'every Part ? 
ſurely no, no more than that, light that paſſes 
Frovg!t the pores of the Cryſtal :. ſo that there 
is nothing repugnant to the nature of a Body in 
all this. No MNon-extenſion, no Independency of 
| Place, no penetration of corporeal Dimenſions, nor 
' any being whole in every part. | 
- 4+ The third Inſtance is Chri/ft's riſing out of the 
Sepulcher without removing the Stone. But this In- 
ſtance may very juſtly be rejected, it diſagreeing 
with the very Hiſtory of the Reſarrei#ion, which 
tells us the Stove was removed, Matt. 28.2. Ad 
behold there was a-great Earthquake , for the Angel 
deſcended from Heaven, and rolled back the Stone from 
the door, and ſate upon it. Wherefore we; ſee; the 
Stone was removed. - Nor can-I imagine why this 
ſhould make a third Inſtance, viz. Chriſt's Body 
paſſing out of the Sepulcher, the Stone unremoved 
from the door thereof, unleſs from an heedleſs re- 
fleion on the fore-going verſe (where Mary Mag- 
dalen and the other, Mary are {aid to go to ſee the 
Sepulcher) and conneCting it to an ill grounded 
ſenſe with what follows in - the ſecond - verſe; 
And behold there was 4 great Earthquake ; as ih, it 
were implyed that the Parthquaks and the rolling 
| AL away 
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away the Stone were at that very time that theſe 
two Women went to ſee the Sepulchet, and Chriſt 
having riſen before, that it would follow that he 
roſe before the Stone of the Sepulcher was remo- 
ved; but this is a miſtake. For agreeably to Ye 
rablus his Gloſs (who for ot [& core Erut terre 
moms magnus] puts fuerat » And for deſc cendnt, de- 
ſeenderat , and for devobuit lapidem , devobuerdt ) 
which implies the thing done before theſe Wotnen 
came to the'Sepulchet ; 1t is manifeſt out of the other 
Evangelifts that the matter was altogether fo ; 
for Mak 46, 2: it is faid of the two above ſaid 
parties, That very early in'the morning, the firſt 
day of the Week they carne unto the Sepulcher at 
the rifing of the Sun, and they ſaid -among them- 
ſelves, Who ſhall roll us away the Stone from the 
door of the Sepulcher, and when they looked they 
ſaw the Stone was rolled away, &v. And it is &x- 
prefly ſaid in Lake, That they ford the Stone Yolled 
away. from the Sepulcher. And the like is recorded 
in St. Job», ch.20. ſo that it is a plain caſe the Store 
was rolled #way before their going to the Sepulcher. 

W hat time therefore can we imagine more like« - 
ly - of this rolling away the Stohe and . terrible 
Earthquake, than at'the very Reſurre#i0n of Chrift, 
Who roſe in this awful 'terrour to the Keepers, the 
Earth quaking, and the tov Glorious Angels offi- 
cioully - opening the fteny door of the Sepulcher, 
chat the King of Glory might paſs out, without 
any further needleſs-or uſeleſs Miracle, ſuch as he 
ever declined in his life-time, before hisDeath and 
RefurreQtion? Wherefore: this third Inſtance, it is 
plajn,cannot with any ſhew beaccormmodaredto the 
preſent caſo, it deitig raiſed our of -a- mere miſtake 
of the Story. 5. The 
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oY The fourth and laft Ipftance is, Chriſt's ens 


are ſaid to. be gathered together privately or fecret- 
ly for fear of the Fews, for which caule they lockt 
or bolted the doors with-infide, that no man might 
ſuddenly come upon them. But' while they were 
in this privacy or clofeneſs, Chriſt, .notwithitand- 
ing, /addenly preſented himſelf in the.mid(t of them, 
for all rhis clotenefs or fecrecy, and not without a 
Miracle, ſuppoſing himſelf or fome miniftring Ao- 
gel to unlock or unbolt the door fuddenly , and 
ly, ſize ftrepitu, which upon this account would 
be more _— in that if he had comein, the 
doors being {till ſhut, that might have ſeemed as 
t an Argument to Zhomas that he was a Spirit, as 
he feeling his Hands and Side that he was »o Spree. 
Wherefore, I conceive, it 1s no ſufficiently firm Hy- 
potheſis, that Chriſt entred among his Diſciples, the 
doors in the mean time, at- his; very entrance, re- 
maining ſhut. But ſuppoſe they were ſo, this will 
not prove his Body devoid of Extenſion, to be wde- 
pendent of Place, and whole in every part, raoxe than, 
his paſſing the wicket of the Womb, like lighe 
through Cryſtal, did argue the ſame in the ſecond 
Inftance ' But the truth: of the buſineſs. will then 
be this, That he being then in his. Reſurre#ior-body 
(even rhat wherewith he was to, aſcend into Hear» 
ven, which yet he kept in its Terreſtrial Modificar 
tion, 4nd Organization, for thoke ſervices-it was to 
do/amongſt his Diſciples while he converſed: with 
them after his RefurreAion” upon Earth; as he 
made uſe of it in a particular manner to:S* Thowss) 
he hada Power #0. modifie it into what CM 
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_—_— his Diſciples, the doors being ſhut , t6- 
| Jobs 20, 19, and 26. there the Diſciples 
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he'pleaſed, Aerial, Etherial jor :Caaleſtial, *it re- 
maining {till that Individual Body, that was cruci- 
fied. This therefore might eaſily paſs through the 
' very Pores of the door , and much more eafily be- 
twixt the door -and the fide-poſts there, without 
any inconvenience more than to other Spiritual Bo-. - 
dies. For the ReſurretFion-body 1s an Heavenly and 
Spiritual Body, as S* Paul himſelf expreſly declares. 
Burt yet as truly a Body as any body elſe; that is, it 
hath impenetrable Trinal Dimexſion ; 1s not without 
Place or Ubiety, nor whole in every part. This ve- 
ry Story demonſtrates all this, ' That his Body is 
not without Place. - For /it ftood in the midſt -of 
the Room- amongſt his Diſciples.” Nor the 
whole in every part ; For here is diſtindt menti- 
on of Chriſt's Hand and his Side, as elſewhere of 
his Fleſh and- Bones, Luke 24. 26. which would 
be all confounded, if every part were in every part. 
And if there be theſe diſtinft parts, then certainly 
| his Body hath Extenſion j; and this ingeniouſly ex- 
cogitated DiſtinQtion of the Natural and Sypernatu- 
ral Manner of Exiſtence of a body, can by no means 
cover the groſs Repugnancies, which are necel- | 
farily imply'd in the: DoQtine of Tranſub/tantia- 
$107. Wt | | | 

6. A Doarine raiſed from the /iteral ſenſe of thoſt 
Words [ This is my Body] which literal ſenſe if 
we were tyed to, it would alſo follow that that 
which Chriſt gave ito . his Diſciples | was - as 
well Real Bread: as-his Real Body :-(This] plainly 
referring to 'what he took, what he bleſſed, and 
what he gave, which was Bread , and of this he 
lays, This is my Body. Wherefore adhering to the 
tireral fenſe, it would be both Real Bread:and the 
| . t 4&4 Real 
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Real Body of Chriſt 'at'once. But this), as'being a 
Repugnancy ,/ as: was-noted above, and Contradi- 
Aion to the known inviolable and immutable Laws 
of _ and humane Reaſon, is juſtly rejzeQted by 
the Church of Rome, for, this very Reaſon, that it 
implies a Contradiftion, that one and the ſame Bo- 
dy ſhould be Bread and, the Real Body of Chriſt at 
once. Wherefore Tranſubſtantiation containing, as 
has been proved, ſo many of ſuch ContradiQtons, 
every jot as repugnant to the inviolable and immu- 
table Laws of Logtch, or humane Reafon (that unex- 
tinguiſhable Lamp of the Lord'in the Soul of man) 
asthis of the ſame body being Rea/ Breadand theRea/ 
Body of Chriſt at once : And there being no Salvo 
for theſe harſh ContradiQtions, but the pretence of 
a' Supernatural Manner of Exiſtence of a Body,*which 
God'is ſuppoſed to'give to the Bread tranſubſtantia- 
ted into the Body of Chriſt, that is, into the very 1-- 
aividual Body of -Chriſt, they being ſuppoſed *by 
Tranſubſtantiation to become one and the ſame: Body. 
I fay this neat diſtinCtion of a Supernatural Mynner 


of - Exiſting being \ plainly ' demonſtrated-(fo as . 


it is by the Papiſt Repreſented, explained) not to 
be a mere Supernatural Manner of Exiſtence, with 
which the beim? of a Bedy would yet conſiſt - but a 
Counter-eſſential, Aſyſtatal ;* ind! Repugnant man- 
ner of Exiſtence ,-3nconfiſtent with the being of a 
Body ; and none of the Inſtances that are produ- 
ced'as Pledges' of the truth of the Notion or Afer- 
tionat all reaching the preſent caſe; it*is manifeſt 
that though there be a Real Preſence of Chrift's Bo- 
dy and Bloud* in the Celebration of the Holy Eu- 
chariſt;, "acknowledged as well by the Reformed as 
the 'Pontifician Party, that it is impoſhble that 
ly Tranfſub« 
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Tranſubſtantiation, which the -Papiſt repreſented 
bare dectares, ſhould be the true mode thereof, 
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CHAP. V. 


I, The Author's wy r bis civility to the P apiſt 
| Repreſented, that him that the Road i! is 
in is not the way of Truth touching the mode. of the 
Real Preſence. 2. That the Biſhop of Meaux 
makes. the Real Preſence. the common - Doitrine of 
all the Churches as well: Reformed. as Un: reformed, 
and that it is acknowledged to be the Daftrine of 
the Chorch of England, though be is ſo, miſe «ny 
ſo modeſt: as nat to. define the. mage thereof. 3. The 


ſongere Piety of our: Predeceſſors in believing the 
Real Preſence, and their unfortunatens/s afi 

in determining the mode Tranſubſtantiation or 
c on{ubſtantiation. 


in. D \ Fore foes the Papi Repreſented, being 
le a- mi and by keeping 

to the _y = 7 mera tf apparently. wandred 
from the path of Truth, h, I hope my thus induſtri- 
oully and carefully bo aus him thereof for his 
ny ood , will: be no otherwiſe interpreted than 
of Humanity, or common Civility, if. not 

of ndifpealible Chriſtianity, thus. of my. own ac- 
cord, though not Yr gh yet Erranty comer mon- 
ftrare view, or at leaſt to aſſure him. that this. of 
Tranſubtantation is as the right -Road. to 
the due underſtanding of the. manger or mods 
of the Real Preſe eace of the Body and Mo 


Oe es 


| Cu ay. V. be Real Prefante, 


7 ———— 
of Chriſt in the Celebration of the Holy Eus 
chariſt. X 
- 2. Which opinion of the Real Preſence the Bi- 
of Meawx declares to be the DoArine of all 
the Churches as well Reformed as Un:reformed ; 
as I taut confeſs IT have been of that perſwafſion 
(ever fince I writ my Myſtery of Godlinefs) 
that it is the DoCQtrine of the Church of Exg/and, 
afd that the Dodrine is true. And this I remem- 
ber I Heard from a.near Relation of 'mine when 
T was'a Youth, a Reverend Digaitary of the 
Church 'of Exglmnd, and that often , vis. That 
our Church was for the Rea! Preſerce , © but for 
the manner thereof, if asked, he would anfver, 
Rem feimms : Moanm. ECGLOK We know the 
thingy, but the 46u6' of finer thereof we know 
not. -- And the aſſyrance we have of the 
thing is from the common ſuffrage of the anci- 
ent Fathers, ſuch as theubove-cited place of our 
Homilies glarices .at, 4nd*Ki6m- the Seripture it 
ſelf, which impreſſed that Notion on the minds 
of. our Pious Predeceſſors in the Church of 
God. 

3. For I do verily belreve that out of mere 
Devotion and ſincere Piety, and out of a Reve- 
ren eftcem they: had of the folemnity of the Eu- 
chatift, they embraced this DoRrine as 'well as 
broached'it at the firſt. And if they -had kept to 
the profeffion of it in general , without-running 
ihe TY a9/a)ftantiation or Con/abſtentiation , and 
td \defined no further than the plain Scriptural 
Text in the fixth 'of St. Fob» and the ſutfrages 
of the Primitive Fathers had. watranted them, 
55. That chere was a twoldld Body-and Whod 
ry 0 
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of Chriſt, the-one Vatrra!, the other; Spiritual or 
Divine, which we do really receive in the Hol 
Communion (within which limits-I ſhall confine 
my-delf. here. without venturing into. any. farther 
curioſities)..it had, been-more tor. the: Peace and 
Honour. of : the Chriſtian-Church ;and/it .might 
have prevented much ſcandal; to, them without, 
and much Cruelty: and Perſecution” among(t our 
ſelves: The Hiſtory, of which, is very horrid 
ever to think, of.» Byt though there. have been 
theſe Miſtakes in declaring the Mode, yet the 
thing it ſelf -is not therefore to be abandoned, 
it being ſo great a Motive for a Reyerend ap- 
proaching'the Lord's Table, and duly celebrating 
the ſolemnity of , the Holy Euchariſt. . Nor cau 
we, as I humbly conceive, relinquiſh this DoQrine 
of: the Real Preſence of che Body and Blood of 
Chriſt, without the declining the moſt eaſie and z«- 
tural ſenſe of the Holy Scripture, as it ſtands writ- 
ten in- the fixth Chapter.,of St. Johs. | 


h———— 


CHAP. VL. 


I. Gratian his diſtinition of the Fleſh and Blood 0 
Chriſt into Spiritual or Divine, and into that Fleſh 
that hung oz the Croſs , and that Bloud let out by 

the Lance of the Souldier. 2. The ſame confirmed 
out of $. Auſtin, who makes the Body and. Bloud- of 
Chriſt zo be partaken of in Baptiſm , | 4nd alſo from 

- S. Paul ad Philo. 3. Orher Citations out of Philo 
touching the Divine Logos agreeable, with what Chriſt 
ſays of himſelf in his Diſcourſe John 6. And jv 6 


WIC 
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- which it further appears that the Antiem | Fathers 

late the ſame Food that we, the Divine Body of 

Chriſt, but not that which hung on the Croſs. + 4. 
- ſtrong Confirmation out of what has _ produced, 


that Gratian his diſtinition is true. 5, The firit 


Argument from our Saviour's Diſcourſe, That he 
meant not his Fleſh that hung on' the C roſs, becauſe 

- be ſays, that he that eats it has Eternal Life in 
him. 6. The ſecond, becauſe his Fleſh and Bloud 

_ - #s the ObjeCt of his Diſcourſe , not the Manner of 
eating and arinking them. 7 The third, becauſe 

of his awſwer to his murmuring Diſciples , which re- 
moves his Natural Body = them, and plainly 
tells them, 'The Fleſh As Linn nothing... 8. Gra- 
tian's diſtinition no novel Dottrine, 


UT of which th Chapter of. S. Johy, 

that is manifeſt which. a Member of 
the Roman Church her ſelf, has declared, an emi- 
nent Canoniſt of theirs, Gratien , In [Canon dupli- 
citer] as it is cited by Philippus Mornews , lib. 4. 
De' Eachariſtia, Cap. 8. Dupliciter intellgitur Caro 
Chriiti & Sanguis vel Spiritualis {la atque Divina 
de qua ipſe dicit, Caro > vere eſt Cibus , &. Sanguis 
mens vere eſt Potus, OF. niſs manducaveriti Carmen 
meam, & biberitis Sanguinem meum, non habebitis Vi- 
tam /Eternam ; vel caro que Crucitixa eſt,& ſanguis qui 
milit;s effuſus eſt lances., I the rather take notice of 
this Paſſage,becaule he makes uſe of the very Phraſes 
which I uſed without conſulting him in my Phi- 
ſophical Hypotheſis of the great Myſtery of Re- 
generation , calling that Body or . Fleſh which 
Chriſt ſo copioully Skiſcourkes x/ » Jobs 6. Spiritual 
or Divine , - which he | INE 


_ . 
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Chriſt tmſelf chors does, from that Body that 
on the Crofs, and that Blood that was let 
wk the lines of of the Souldier. 

+ Petr wo caciabr be Regenerate out of theſe in 
Auptifm, and yet in the ſame place S. 4aguftire fays, 
We are parfakers of 'the Body and Blood: of Chriſt 
mn in Bore; an and-therefore as Terreſtrial Animals arc 

(as they fay the Chameleon is) of the Air, 
but by food of a Terreſtrial Confiftency, 10 our 
Regeneration being out NN ſpiritual Principles, our 
inward wan is allo- nouriſhed by that Food: thar is 
- pr ton Divine, © And that is a marvellous pal- 

Paxl,' * Cor. 10. where he fays, The 

Fathers did all eat the fame ſpiritual meat, and did 
all drink the ſam. ſpiritual drink, for they drank of 
that [] iritual Rock that followed them, hes that Rock 
a he hriſt'; where-St. een Anſel; Thomas 4: 
grins, and others, as you may ſee in Jacobus Ca 
p_ avouch, Fhar the ancient Patriarchs ate the 
| Food that we, which therefore 

—_ be the" Fleſh and Blood: of Chriſt, in that 
ſenſe Chriſt undevRtands-it in, Joh 6. And that 

; of ' Philo (that Grotiis notes on the ſame 
place) is worth our: taking notice of, and that in 
two ſeveral Freatifes of his he interprets the 
Manna of 'the bes 20995, the Divine Logos, which 
_—_ well ' with -our ſuppofing that the 
 Fleſhand of which-our Saviour faith, it*is 
meat indeed and drink indeed, he fpeaks this as he 
is the Ezernal Logos, to whom a ins the unt- 
verlal Divine Boay, -as being the Body of his Ze, 
Life or Spwit , 'as | have- noted'in'my, Anahticat 
account of the fore-part of the- firſt Cha ter ' of 
St. Jobw?s Goſpel.'- See my Sholiaatthe end of my 
Enchiridium Ethicum, }.. And 
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. And it 1s marvellouſly blc to our pur- 
what Philo Bye on wy ge of Dexterono. 
wy, Chap. 32. v. 5. rages hw #0 ſack Soy 
9 of the Rock, and Oy! out of the flint Rock (in tus 
| Tlngens 70 een TH xpeiTor: QuNGY } where 

he ſays the Rock ſignifies Þ oppay 9) <Daxgrhy mp 
«ys Os T he folid, fleady and trfrancible dens of of 
Goa; implying the imm s and Unalterable- 
neſs of the Natures, Properties, dn Reſpedts of the 
Weas of thangs 1n the Diwine lntellect,' "The aw 4 
muwTes x; www: $5017, not tobe changed or violated 
for any ſuperſtitious purpoles whatſoever,asIhave in- 
timated before. WhereforeasS* Pani calls Chrift,who 
6s the Eternal Logos, a Rock, 1o does Philo, EP 
. mg, that Rock Moſes mentions in hisSoog is the fea- 

4 %, ſolid and infrengible Wiſdom of God. W hichthere- 
_ is that Efſe —— the wu that the 

vine Logos, or ic oftaſps of the Trinity. 

yvar yo. many lines after 1n the ſame Treati 
the Lawgyver, lays he; T TeTEeRY TMUYTHY NLAE Ugnue. 
* Tpeo mu ET Agar Reiav, calls this Rock 
Marne the Dovive Logos that was before all beings, and 
without whom —_ "was madethat was made, as 
 & John teltifies. An And 1n his conn dry rr 

1g/Tv 82mg Os ] {peak YT wW 
ke wok have ſigmibe one: that es God: He, ſays 
he , lifting wp bis Eyes to Heaven ſees, and thence re- 
eeives , (70 gays 7 betoy Adruy 7 T tegrwy Þ PA It ue- 
ve nloyis a pampmr Tem ) the Menus, the Divine 

Logos, the Heavenly incorruptible food of. the Saul 
devared to Holy Geica/atias. Which — I could 
not forbear to > produce, they baving fo great an Af- 
haity with that which our Saviour ror pro es of bim- 
ſef, that he is this 6 R_ ; ns 
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Manna, and incorruptible Food of the Soul, whereby 
ſhe is nouriſhed to Eternal Life, John 6. . Out of 
all which 'may be: more caſily- underſtood how 
the Fathers did all cat' the! ſame Spiritual Meat, 
and drink - the - fame» Spiritual Drink ; - which 
cannot. well - be + conceived but of ſuch a Ds- 
' wine Body and; Bloud of -Chri#, as is univerſal, not 
"reſtrained to. his particular hunrane Nature, but be. 
longing to him as he 1s the Eternal Logos, in whom 
is the Zo Life __—_ which goeth along with the 
Divine Body of this Life or Spirit of Chrift, and 
conſequently is rightly called his Body. Which being 
the neceflary Principles of Regexeration (for ex ei/dem 
nutrimur ex quibus conſkamus ) and there being no 
Salvation W wn Regeneration, and no-Regeweration 


continued and advanced without congenerous Food ; 


we muſt neceſſarily conclude with S* Paul, that, The 
Fathers all ate the ſame Spiritual Meat, and drank all the 

ame Spiritual Drink, Water, Honey, Oyl out of 
the ſame Rock, Chriſt, the Erermal Word.or Logos. 
And certainly that Body and Blood of Chriſt out of 
which the Fathers were Regexerare,, and by which 
they were fed, cannot be the very Body and Bloud 
of Chrift which hung on: the Croſs, and whoſe 
Bloud was there let out by the Lance of the Soul- 
dier that pierced his fide: and therefore there was a 
Body and Bloud of Chriſt before he was incarnate, 
tor. the Regenerate Souls of the antient People of 
the Jews to teed upon, belonging to him as he is the 
Eternal Logos ; in whom-is the Life and that Spirit 
of which it 1s aid, 'That which is born of the fleſh is 
fleſh, and that which is born of the Spirit is Spirit. 
Which _—_ are more fully treated of in ITa2uqwe- 
a, or a Philoſophical Hypotheſis touching the great 
Myſtery of Regeneration. - | 4. Where. 
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4+ Wherefore. there is all. the Reaſon in the . 
World, if not plain Neceſſity to admit, what we 
cited out of Gratiaz that famous (anonift of tlie 
Church of Rowe. That we are to underſtand 
that. there is a two-fold Fleſh and Blaud of Chriſt, 
either that Spiritual and Divine Fleſh, of which he 
himſelf ſays, My Fleſb is Meat indeed, and my Bloud is 
Drink indeed, and, Unleſs you eat my Fleſh and drink 
7 Blond, ye ſhall not have- Everlaſting Life. Or 
that Fleſh which was crucified, and that Bloud that 
was let out of his fide by the Larce of the Souldjer, - 
which we ſhall now endeavour briefly to demon- 
ſtrate out of that Diſcourſe of our Saviour in the 
lixth of S* Fohz. 

5- Firſt then, That the Fleſh of Chriſt that 
hung once on the Croſs, and into which the Bread of 
the Romaniſts is ſuppoſed to be Tranſubtantiated in 
the Sacrament: of our Lord's Supper, is not the 
Fleſh here meant 1s plain from what is ſaid thereof 
in this ſixth Chapter of S* John v. 54. Whoſo eateth 
my Fleſh and arinketh my Bloud hath Eternal Life. 
But every one that eateth the Bread tranſubſtanti- 
ated into the Body of Chriſt , that once hung up- 
on the Croſs, in the Roma» Communion , has not 
Eternal Life in him. Nay if that Souldier that 
pierced our Saviour's ſide and let out his Bloud 
with his Lance had drunk alſo thereof, and cut ſome 
piece of his fleſh from his Body and eaten 1t, 1s any 
one ſo fond as to think, that he thereby would have 
been - made Partaker of - Eternab Life ? But "it 
Chriſt meant that Body or Fleſh of his and not 
ſome other that is rightly alſo called his Fleſh or 
Body, it would foll ow that that Souldier by doing 


that ſavage and inhumane a&, would have obtained 
Ye | Everlaſting 
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Everlaſting Life, Wherefore it is plain from 
hence, that there is another Body or Fleſh of Chriſt 
and axother Blood, diſtinct from that. Blood that 
was {hed on the Crofs, and fram:that Body that 

hung there, which our Saviour aims at in his 
Diſcourle. | | 
6. Secondly , It i plain that our Saviour's Dil. 
courſe in that Chapter (he paſſing from that remps.. 
ral Food which he had lately procured for the mul- 
titude, to a Spiritual and Eternal) has for its Obje&t 
or SubjeQ not the Manner or Way of recaving his 
. Body and Blood, as1if it were meant of that very 
Fleſh and Blood on the Croſs, but that it was to be 
received in a Spiritual Manner , which Interpreters, 
ſeveral of them, drive at ; but the Object of his Diſ- 
courle is his very Fleſb and Blood it ſelf, to be taken 
(as the Fiſh and Loaves were wherewith he latel 
fed them) or it is himnſe/f in reference to this Fle 
and Blood which belongs to him as he is the Ezernal 
Word, and in this ſenſe he{ays, He is the Bread of 
God that cometh down from Heaven and giveth Life 
to the World, v.33. AndV. 48. Eu eu o apms' ms 
\ Zains, 1 am the Bread of Life , and ſpeaking of the 
Manns he : qpurmy. adds, Tour Fathers ate Mauna, 
and yet died, viz. the natural Death, the natural 
Manna being no Preſervative againſt the natural 
Death. And v. 51. 'Eq aj 0 apms 0 wy, as before 
he called himſelf o apms * Zens. For in him is the 
Zen (Fobn 1.) or Life and Spurit , and this Spirit 
or Life in the Dizine Body. I am the living m_ 
coming down fram Heaven (as the Manna is ſai 
to do, and to which Philo compares the Diwine Lo- 
$8) if any one eas of this Bread he ſhall Jive for ever. 
He 1peaks not of the manner of cating of it, but of 


the 


—— _ — 
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the Bread is ſelf to be eaten, and yet immediately 


thereupon he calls his Bread his Fleſh , which he 
fays, he will give for the Life of the World, that is 
to the end that they may be enlivened thereby, he 
thus communicating to them his Divine Body and 
Spirit together. And then preſently upon the Jews 
firwing amongft themſelves and ſaying, How can 
this'man give us his flefh to eat?(the reaſon whereof 


was becauſe they took him to be a meer man, and 
thought that Chrift himſelf -underſtood it of his 


himaexe Fleſh) he affirms with greater earneſtneſs - 


and vehemency, Verily, werily, I fay unto you, unleſs 
ye eat the Fleſh of the Sor of Ma An of the pos 
as, who is the Logos incarnate) axd drink his Blond, 
ye have n9 Life in yow. Whoſo eateth my Ffh, and 
drinketh my Blond hath Eternal Life, and I will raiſe 
him up at the laſt day. For my Fleſh is meat indeed, 
and my Blond is drink inaced. And fo all along to the 
very end of his Diſcourſe, he fpeaks of 2 realy eat- 
ine his Fleſh, and drinking his Blood, not of the 
Manner of cating, as if it never came night them, 
bur only they thought of Fleſh and Blood God knows 
how far diſtant from them, and fo ate the hamarne 
Fleſh of Chrift by meer thinking of it, and drank 
his Bloud after the fame imaginary Manner, which 
would, I think, be & very ailate and frigid ſenſe of 
fach high and fervid Aſeverations of onr Saviour, 
if the Myſtery reached no farther than fo. 

7. But thirdly and laſtly, "That it does reach 
farther than ſo , is excecding evident from what 
our Saviour utters uport ll8*Diſciples being feanda- 
lined at this ſtrange Diſcourſe of his, v.61. When 
Fefus knew in himpelf, that his Diſeiples mutmared at 
it; He [aid wto ther, Does this offend you ?' What if 

| Jon 
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ou (pall-ſee the Son of man aſcending where he was 
be Lu which he muſt needs chew of his par- 
ticular viſible Body which he bore about with 
him, and which his humane Soul did aCtuate, and 
which was appropriated to his humane nature, 
which is finite and circumſcribed. It 1s an E!lip- 
tical ſpeech of his, but thus. naturally to be ſup- 
lyed as I have alſo noted above, as if he _— 
Fed by an Apoſcopeſis this objurgatory ſenſe infinua- 
ted thereby. Wall you then imagine ſo grofty as it 
I underſtood it of this very Fleſh I bear about 
with me, when as this particular body of mine at- 
ter my Aſcenſion into Heaven will be removed at 
a vaſt diſtance from you. I tell por this Fleſb of 
zine, as to this purpoſe I have all this time driven 
at, profiteth nothing, you cannot feed of it at ſuch 

a diſtance if it were to be fed on. & i 6 
The Text runs thus, wv. 63. > Treoug i mw 
Cwomuy, it is that quickenizg ſpirit I aim at in my 
diſcourſe, that Divine or Spiritual Body of. mine. 
n ops vx ware vity, that Fleſh, which you under- 
ſtand and are ſo ſcandalized at the eating thereof, 
profiteth nothing as to this purpoſe , nor. the Blood 
taken in your ſenſe has any thing to do here. The 
words that I ſpeak unto you they are ſpirit and they 
>, are life. The Objet# of thoſe words Sake 15 my 
« ly Body and Blood, not as I am a Max, but 
the Eternal Word , the Divine Logos, which con- 
tains 1n it the Zwn or Spirit, and my Divine Body 
witverſal, that belongs,go that my Life or Spirit. 
This is the true Melt of the Matter, for by 


theſe two things aſſerted by our Saviour, 1. That 
we are to eat his Fleſh and drink his Blood as we 
hope ever to have Eternal Life, 2. And his de-. 

| claring 
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ring. his-Bleſh profiteth nothing, 1t is, manifeſt 
that:that diſtinQtion of Gratian'is. true, /which-he 
ſe:ms -to have taken out. of :St.. Ferom,y. or: loume 
other ancient Father, who tells.us;the-Eleſh and 
Blood of Chriſt is twofold;the ane vatura/ and which 
he bore about. with him and hung once. on the:Crols, 
the other Spiritne/ and Divine,' which we may re- 
ally. eat and drink , that is really receive and draw 
in at the Celebrating / the Holy Exchariſt by a ſins 
cere, fervid and devotional Faith, And; conſe- 

ntly- there is-a'.Rea/. Preſence; of. the-Body and 
Blood of Chriſt in partaking of the Lord's'Sup- 
pers whereby our - Souls are nouriſhed to:Eternal 

C. 


And.iti that, he ſays, his-atural-Fleſlt profiteth 
nothing to-this purpoſe /(for. it: cannot; be {aid that 
it profiteth-nothing at all, ſince jn .vertue of the 
Crucifixion of that Fleſb;>and Effuſion of that Blood 
on the Croſs, we have the remiſſion. of our Sins) 
_ Chriſt plainly .infers thatthe 1 | 
be well underſtood but as: he.is the Eernal Logos 
another Fleſh, viz. that Spiritual and Diviae. Fleſb, 
Which is mainly-profitable: for :h4s putpoſe,. for the 
maintaining, perfe&ing and renewing the, inward 
_ _ he may attain to his due: growth. in 
ItÞte - Ther 0 07” War rs. if 
And laſtly, How can Chriſt ſay, his Fleſh that 
was Crucified on the Croſs: profiteth nothing, when 
by being mediteted'upon at the ſolemnity of the Holy 
Euchariſt, and alſo at other times, it may, ſerve to 
kindle and inflate our Love and Devotiqn towards 
him, and-ſo urge-us to greater degrees of Reper- 
tance.and Mortification , and. ſerious Holineſs ; it 
therefore being uſeful and =y table for ll es I 
91 . ays 
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fay, does be then affirm ofiterh nothing, 
hy, (hy does 'off\ purpoſe edvintife us that 7 
profiteth norhing -«s to #he preſent cafe he has ſpoke 
to all this while, viz. to be thor! wear and fontof 
the inward man, and to be re Dove Prince 
to maintain and increaſe 

m' him out of which he is mA its 
particular Fleſb and Blood, chat þ hung on the Croſs, 
cannot be profitable for, nor can be come at, at 
oc dtc, robe cs in and received; which 


pier d 4 um hoſe” other , which were 
mentio n= out mp Gratian (the Dsvine or 
Spiritwal'Fleſh and Blood of Chriſt only) tobe 
proj ly uſeful to this purpoſe. 

; And for this Divine and Spiritual ' Fleſh and 
Bloed'iof-our Saviour'Qift from his na- 
| wala beſides St. Fierowe "you have alſo the 

ſuffrage of Clemens Alexandrinus, in his Pedago- 
gas, lib.02: cap;/2. Qi 3 #0 cuptg. it's auels , m 
pics gap by" Gu @ ; eHegs MeahelgeSes, wi 
5 rndbgmgy y '& *6ye/opeSux. The Blood of 
our Lord'is rwoſbls, the one eurcnl, by which we 
are redeemed'from corruption; the other Spiritu- 
al, wherewith we are anointed, and by vertue of 
drinking thereof wevattain ito incorruption. Ka 
TvT B91 may 70 bits TH Inos f xugaants jpemuAcfer 
<p Srpries. And as he' makes the Blood of our 
Lord twofold; fo we. may be ſure he makes his 
Body or Fleſh, ::becauſe his 'M | Body and 


5 Blood go together... According teas which MF 


Pellingxn- his his Pious-and Learned Diſourls of -the 
Sacrament , quotes- out: of2S* Ambroſe, who, fays 
he , ſpeakin of that Body which 15 received 1n 
the Ec Eucharift, calls-it ho! piritual Body _ 
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the Body of a Divine Spirit - and he does confi- 
dently Hema of all the Antients who have either 
Gly interpreted, or occaſionally quoted the 
Lords of Chritt, in the ſixth of 'S*. Jobs, touch+ 
ing the cating his Fleſh and drinking his Blood, 

- that they all underſtand him to ſpeak of a Spiritu+ 
al Fleſh and Blood, diftin& not-only from the Sub- 
ſtance pf the Holy Elements, bur alſo from. that 
natural Body of Chriſt which he took of the Sub- 
ſtance of the Holy Vir Irgin, » P4g- 233-50 little No- 
yelty is there in this diſtinction of the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt into natural, and Spiritual er Divine. 
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de Meaux his Stratagem to redate us to Tranſub- 
- ſtantiation, 4s if »o Real Preſence without ir. 3, 
The ſecond uſefulneſs , for the re the Notion 
- of Conſubftantiation. 4. The third for move fully 
 #nderſtanding the Myſtery of the Euchariſt, ' with 
- Applications of it to Tk, Paſſages in our Com- 
munion-Service. 5. The fourth for a wery eaſie 
and natural work Fri of certain Paſſazes in our 
Church- Catechiſm. 6. The priviledge: of the 
© faithful Receiver, and of what great moment the Ct 
©  lebration of the Bucharift w. ' 7. The laſt wry d 
' by ſolidly reconciling the Rubrick at the end 
* Communion-Service , with that noted Poe 
wo # Church-Catechilm, | 
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r. ' | *HE Reader may haply think I have been 
over operoſe and copious in inculca- 
ting this DiſtinaQtion of Gratiax's, touching the Bo- 
dy and Blood:of-:Chriſt in the Holy Exchariff, But 
the great uſefulneſsthereof, IT. hope, may apolo. 
gize for 'this my-extraordinary' diligence and in- 
duſtry.-. For the: Notion being both true and un- 
exceptionable, and-:not atall claſhing, ſo far. as I 

_ -eanl difcern,' withceither, the Holy Scriprure, or right 
Reafon and: folid Philoſophy, to ſay nothing of the 
Suffrage of the Primitive Fathers , but rather very 
agreeable and-conſentaneous to them all ; and alſo 
having, as I ſaid, -its weighty uſefulneſs, it was a 
point, I thought; that was worth my, ſo ſeriouſly 
inſiſting upon; and as'T have. hitherto endeavour- 
ed faithfully to ſet out the Truth thereof, I ſhall 
now, though more. briefly, intimate its V/efulntſs. 

_ .+2- And the:firft Uſefulneſs is this, Whereas that 
-Revetend.Prelate the Biſhop. of : Meaux tugs-lo.hard 
tQ; pull back again.the: emed Churches to. the 
Communion of the Church of Rome, by this Con- 
ceſſion,. or. rather Profeſſion of theirs, that there is 
@\Rea/ Prefente of the Body. and Blood of Chriſt at 
the Ceſthration of: the Exhari/,” to be.received by 
thefa/ibfud,. and 'that' therefore they. mult return to 
the Doftrine of Franſubſtantzation, as if there were 
no other Mode. of a Real Preſence to\be conceived 
-but it :,the: foree of this Inference is plainly taken 
awayvby..this. DitinCtion . that, Grarien, one of 
"their, own Church, hath luckily;hitupon, or rather 
taken out ok ſome antient'Father, and is more ful- 
.ly made out-in this:Diſcourſe, that there is. a Spiri- 
inal and. Divine Body of Chriſt, diftin&-from that 


particular | 
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| particular Body of his that hung on the ' Croſs, 
which the faithful partake of in the Lord's. Supper. 
W heace it-is plain there is no need of Tranſubſtanti- 
ation, which is incumbred with ſuch abundance of 
Impoſſibilities and ContradiQtions. | | 
3. Secondly, "This Notion of ours 1s hugely ſer- 
viceable for the rectifying of the DoQrine of Con- 
ſubſtantiationin the Lutheran Church, who are for an 
Ubiquity of the particular Body of Chriſt that hung on 
the Croſs, which aſſuredly is a grand Miſtake. But 
I believe-in the Authors thereof there was a kind 
of Parturiency, and more confuſed Divination of 
that T7uth, which we have ſo much inſiſted upon, 
and their Miſtake conſiſts only in this, that they 
attributed to the particular Body of Chrift, which 
belongs to his reſtraized and circumſcribed bymane 
Nature, . that which truly and only belongs ta his 
Divine Body, as he is the Eternal. Logos, in whom 
1s the Zwn, the Life or Spirit of the Logos, 'to 
which Spirit of his this Body belongs, ' and there+ 
fore, is rightly called his Body, as appertaining to 
bi Spirit. For this Body, this Divine and Spiritu- 
al Fleſh, as Gratian calls it, 1s every where preſent, 
though not to be received as the Food of the 1x- 
ward man, but only by the Faithful and: Regenerate, 
. Þ. that according to this Notion there may be a 
Conſubſtantiation rightly interpreted, that is a Com- 
preſentiation, or rather Compreſextiality of both the 
Real Bread and /#iue , . and the Real Body and Blood 
of Chriſt at once; 10 that they both may be - realy 
and 4zdeed received by all true Believers. And L#- 
theraniſm in this point thus candidly interpreted, 
will prove a ſound and unexceptionable DotFrine. 
And | charitably believe the firſt Authors of p + if 
- of | | they 
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' they had fully underſtood their own meaning, 


meant no more than ſo. And Iwiſh I had as much 

reaſon to believe that' the Popxtificians meant no 
more by their 7ranſubftantiation, but a firm and faft 
hold of the Real Preſence. T hope the moſt inge- 
maous of them at this time of the day mean no 
more than ſo, viz. That they are as well aſſured 
of the Real Preſence of the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt to be received in the Celebration of the Ex- 
chariit; as if the very Bread was turned into his 


Body, and the Wine into his Blood by a miraculous 


Tran{ubftantiation. 

4. Thirdly, It is from this Notion or Diſtin&i- 
on of the antient Fathers, as I hinted above, of 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt into Natural and Spi- 
ritual or Divine, that we have ever been well ap- 
pointed to give a more full and diſtin& account of 
the nature of the Solemnity of the Euchariſt as it is 
celebrated in our Church, it plainly comprizing 
theſe two things. The firſt the Commemoration of 
the Dearth of Chriſt, of the breaking his Body or 
Fleſh, viz. the wounding thereof with Nails and 

The other, The partaking of the Divine 
Body and Blood of Chriſt, by which our Iward 
Mas is nouriſhed to Eternal Life: which our eating 
the Bread and drinking the Wine are Symbols' of. 


Both which in our Communion-Service are plainly 


pointed at. The firſt fully, in the Exhortation to. - 
Communicants, where it is faid, And above af 


things you muſt give moſt humble and hearty thanks to 
| God the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, for the Re- 


ion of the World by the Death and Paſſion of onr 
Saviour Chrift, both God and Man, who did humble 
himſelf even to the Death upon the Croſs for as _ 
| | | RET 


\ 
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ble finer; —— And to the end we ſhould always 
remember the exceeding great love of our. Maſter 


/ and only Saviour Jeſus Chriſt thus dying for us, and 
_ the innumerable benefits, which by bis preciows Blood- 
ſbedding, he hath obtained to. us, he fas inflitured 


and ordained Holy Myſteries as pledges of his 
Love, and for a continual remembrance of his 
Death. And in the Prayer of Conſecration, the 
Celebration of the Euchariſt is again ſaid to be 
a continued Or 4 TAs ( ommemoration of Chriſt's 
precious Death till his coming again, | 

But now for our receiving the Spiritual and Dj- 
vine Body and Blood of Chriſt, ſuch paſſages as 
theſe ſeem to intimate. it. In the Exhortation to 
the (ommunicants, it is there ſaid, if with a frus 
penitent heart and lively faith we receive this Holy 
Sacrament, then we {piritually eat the fleſh of Chriſt 
and drink. bis blood, then we dwell in Chriſt and 
. Chriſt in: us, we are one with Chriſt and Chriſt 
with us. This paſlage plainly points to our Savi- 
our's Diſcourſe, John 5. v. 56. where he ſays, He 
that eateth my fleſh and drinketh my blood, awelleth 
in me and 1 in him. And he thus dwelling in us, 
he enlivens us, we becoming oze with Chrift in a 
manner as the Soul and Body makes oze, as it.fol- 
loweth in the next verſe, As the living father has 
fent me, and I live by the ſather, ſo he that eateth me 
{ball live by me, and ſo we become one with Chriſt 
and Chrift with 4s, we living by / Chriſt as he by 
his Father ; that is to ſay, as Chriſt- lives by his 
Father, ſo we live by the Spirit of Chriſt dwelli 
in us, Rom. $. 11. which Spirit or Life of Chri 
always implies the Divine Body. As.he that is 
joined unto the Lord in this Body 4s: oge Spirit, 
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x Cor:6.\t7. Now this Exhortation ſo plainly al. 
tuding to this paſſage of our Saviour's Dilcourſ, 
which ſpeaks not of his particular natural Fleſh, 
but of that which is his Spiritual or Divine Fleſh, 
it is*plamthat the genuine ſenſe of the-Exbortation 
in this: place is, thar we really though /piritually 
that is by a fervent and devotional Faith) eat or 
receive the real Body and Blood of Chriſt, viz. 
that Divine and Spiritual Body and Blood of his 
above-mentioned. And 'this- paſſage of our Savi- 
our's Diſcourſe is again alluded to in the Prayer 


immediately' before the Prayer of Cornſecration in 
theſe words, Grant us therefore, Gracious Lord, 
ſo to eat the Fleſh of thy Dear Son Jeſus Chriſt, 
and to drink his Blood that our ſinful Bodies may be 
made clean by his Body , and our Souls waſhed 


through his moſt precious Blood, and that we may 
evermore awell in him and he in «ws, John 6. 56. 
And theſe two places ſo plainly alluding to our 
Saviour's Diſcourſe in the ſixth of S* John, it is ve- 
eaſie and natural to conceive that what. occurs 

in the Thantsgiving after our receiving the Sacra- 
ment does ſound to the ſame purpoſe. Almighty 
and everlaſting God, we moſt heartily thank thee 
for-that - thou doſt vouchſafe to feed us. who have 
duly received theſe Holy Myſteries, with the $pi- 
ritual Food of the moſt Precious Body and Blood of 
thy - Son and our Saviour Jeſus Chriſt The- 
words even of themſelves do very naturally point 
at a real _—_— ſpiritual partaking. or receiving 
into us the Body and Blood of Chriit, namely, of 
that 'Fleſh and Blood which our Saviour diſcourſes 
of, Johz 6.. And therefore we may be much more 
aflured that they do ſo, if we take notice, the ſenſe 
IJ 4 6 IS 
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3560 back'd and {trengthned by the other two Pal. 


ſages which do plainly relate to the Body, or Fleſh 
and Blood Chritt diſcourſes of, in the ſixth of S: 
Jobx's Goſpel. _ | 
I will only .add- one Conſideration; more, and 
that is from the Title of our Communioz-Service. 
Can there be any more likely reaſon why ' the 
Lord's Supper is called THE HOLY COM- 
MUNION, than that it refers to that of . S* 
Paul, 1 Cor. 10. 16. The Cup of Bleſſing which we 
bleſs, is it not the Communion of the Blood of (Chriſt ? 
The Bread which we break, is it not the Communion of 
the Body of Chriſt? Becauſe there is one Bread, we being 
many are one Boay. _ For we are all partakers of that 
one Bread, Which is that Bread from, Heaven, 
which our Saviour diſcourſes of in the ſixth of S* 
John. - But the Words I have chiefly my Eye upon 
'are thoſe : The Cup being called HA VWytc T& Up g= 
-, the (Communion of the Blood, and the Bread, 
nowwrice 14 awygl 0, the Communion' of the Boay of 
Chriſt; and the word Yglywnic, in all likely hood, ha- 
ving theſame ſenſe that it had, 2 Pe#.1.4. infcias ygr- 
#wyor uarws, Where” we are {aid to be called to.the 
Participation of the Divine Nature, Communion 
here in S* Pau/s Epiſtle to the (ormthians muſt xs- 
turally imply our real receiving or partaking of. the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt in the celebrating of this 
Holy Communion, and that by thus parraking of 
(that ove Divine Body and Blood of his, ſignified 
by the: eating and drinking the Bread and Wine, 
'we, though many, become oe Body : not in a;Polz- 
tical Senſe only, but, if I may ſo ſpeak, Divinely 
'patural, we being made a! Members of that ; one 
Vaiverſal Divine Boay of IG, as he 15 the apr 
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nal Logos, and fo becoming »gwwyu Ths Van quares, 
2 Pet. 1. 4. 

Wherefore, That Paſſage in S* Pau/'s Epiſtle to 
the Corinthians , does marvelous-fully ſet out the 
Nature of that part of the Lord's Supper, that is 
diſtinguiſhed from the Commemoration of his Death, 
and gives 'the mo ine Reaſon of its being 
called the Holy Communion, it implying the real 
Communication of that one Divine Body of Chrift 
to the faithful, and their re«/ Union thereby with 
Chriſt and with one another, whuch is a full and 
perfe&t Holy Communion indeed. 

' 5. Fourthly, This Notion of the Fathers touch- 

mg the Spiritual or Divine Body and Blood of 
it, affords us a very cafie and natural Inter- 
pretation of that Paſſage in our Church-Catechiſw, 
touching the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, 
where to the Queſtion, What is the inward part , or 
ehing fenifien ? It is anſwered, The Body and Blood 
of 'Chrift which are wer and indeed taken and 
received by the faithful in the Lord's Supper. In the 
-Anſwer to a former Queſtion, Why was the Sarra- 
went of the Lord's Supper ordained? it is anſwered, 
 Bor' a continual Remembrance of the Sacrifice of 
' the Death of | Chrift, and the Benefits received 
thereby. One eminent benefit whereof is the Re- 

_  wiſfion of owr ſins through the Bload of Chriſt ſhed 
on the Croſs, for without blood there is no Remil- 
fion ; the othey is the feeding of the Regenerate Soul, 
or Imward man, by the Real , but Spiritual or Divan 
Boay and Blood of Chriſt, which contains in 1t our 
through Sarfification, which is alſo a fruit or benefit 
of-the Sacrifice of the Death of Chriſt, foraſmuch as. 
we had. not been capable of Regeneration and of 

| [og | growth 
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really receiving the Spiritual and Divine 

ly of Chriſt, withont.our Reconciliation by his 

Blood ſhed on the Croſs, which our Church here 
calls the Sacrifice of the Death of Chriſt. 

Now as in ts Anſwer there is contained that 
great Benefit of the Remifſion of our Sixs in the 
Blood of Chriſt, and thereby of our Reconciliation 
to God ; fo in the Anſwer mentioned before is con- 
tained that ſingular Benefit of perfe#ing. our Santti- 
fication by the nouriſhing and corroborating our 
inward man by eating or partaking of the Spiritual 
or Divine Body and Blood of our Saviour, which” 
are verily and indeed taken and received by the 
faithful in the Lord's Supper. [Verily] that is to 
ay, <afus or arnbwes, truly, in counterdiſtinQion 
to. Typicelly, or Symbolically , the Bread and Mine 
being but Types or Symbols of this. Touching 
which in the Anſwer to the Queſtion, What are 
the Benefits whereof we are made partakers thereby * 
' It is ſaid, The ſtrengthening and refreſhing our Souls 

the Body and Blood of Chriſt, as owr Bodies are by 
the Bread and Wine, viz. which: are but Types of the 
tree, ſpiritual or Divize Body and Blood of Chriſt, 
but they have a very handiſame Analogy the.one to 
the other. But we proceed to the following words, 
CAnd.indeed] that is tofay, owns of Two, revers; 
or really, not as one {coptically would: make: us to 
profeſs , . that this rea/ participation of the Body 
and, Blood, of, Chriſt, thas no re«/5ty any where but 
10.:0ur. phaxcy , whick we. call- Fa.” \ 'To' which! 
ſenſe -the Tranſlator of. the peaceable method: for-the 


th and. degrees of Sonfiication by. ahd fan 
gon and *s "9 


re-uniting Proteſtants and Catbaticks , ſpeaks ig\his 
Preface to his Tranſlation. To whi —_—_—_— 
= H 2 this 
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this Notion 'of the Primitive Fathers, accordin 
to which our Communion-Service 15 framed, and 
our Homilies allude to, and we ſo much inſiſt up. - 
on, -is not lyable. [By the Faithful] and that op 
by them, which Body and Blood the Faithful do 
not receive by champing it with their Teeth, and 
{wallowing it down'"their Throat. ' But by a fer. 
vidand living devotional Fairh more than ordinaril 
kindled at the Celebrating the Holy Euchariſt, 
they draw this Divine and Celeſtial Food (the true 
Manna from Heaven) into their Hearts, whereby 
their :zward Mar is fed and {trengthened, and nou- 
riſhed up to Eternal Life , and fo the New Birth 
getting growth daily , arrives at laſt to the duc 
meaſure of the ſtature of Chriſt. 

\ 6. This is the Priviledge of the farrhful Receiv- 
er. Rut for thoſe that are devoid of this true and 
living Faith , though the Divine Body and Blood 
of Chriſt is every where preſent to the faithful, 
yet they who are «nregenerate, and conſequently 
devoid of the Divine Life, are capable of no 
union therewith ,” nor of any growth or ſtrength 
therefrom. But it is hke the light ſhining into a 
dead man's eye, of which there is no vital effeft. 
But for thoſe who are regenerate, and conſequently 
have a real hunger and thirſt after the Ryighreouſnefs 
of God, though the great Feaſt upon this Heaven- 
ly Food is more eſpecially and copioſely injoyed 
in the Celebration of the Holy Eucherif, yet they 
may in ſome good meaſure draw it in day by day 
by Faith and Devotion, as without the Preſence of the 
Bread and Wine we may at any time devotionally 
think of the Sacrifice of- the Death of our Saviour. 
"But certainly vhis folemn-Inſtitution of CORE 
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his laſt Supper, bein ticularly and earneſtl 

injoyn'd us by Chriſt, Tn mille 0A 

ſerve the ſame, it will have a more than ordinary 

efficacy in us for the ends it was appointed. 

-.. 7. Sixthly and laſtly, as thoſe words of the Ca- 
_ techiſm [the Body and Blood of Chriſt which are 
verily and indeed taken and received, &c.]. have, 
conſidered in themſelves, a very eafie and natural 
ſenſe ſo explained, as we have according to the 
Analogy ot the. DoQtrine of the Primitive Fathers 
and our Church's Homilies that allude to them, ex- 
plained them; ſo do they not at all claſh with 
thoſe words of the Rabrick affixed at the end of 
the Communion-Service, where it'is affirmed, That 
the Sacramental Bread and Wine remains {till in 
their very natural ſubſtances, and therefore may 
not be adored (for that ' were Idolatry to be abs» 
horredof all faithful Chriſtians) and the »atura! Body 
and Blood of our Saviour Chriſt are in Heaven, and 
wot here, it being againſt the truth of Chriſt's Na- 
tural Body to be at one time in more places than 
one. There is I fay, in this, no contradiction to 
what occcurs in the Catechiſm, which affirms that 
there is ,a Real Preſence of the Body and. Blood of 
Chriſt, 'which are verily and indeed taken and: re- . 
ceived by the Faithful in the Lord's Supper, though 
here a Real Preſence.is denyed' of the natura! Body 
of Chriſt. - But it is to be conſidered. thar this At- 
frmation and'Negation is not of the ſame Body of 
Chrift, and therefore can. be no cotradid#ion, and 
further to be obſerved, how the very Rabrick ſug- 
geſts to. us this diftiaQtion of the. Natural Body of 
Chriſt ( which .is appropriated to his particular 
Saul, and which hung on the Croſs and was or 
, af Cit 
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cified) and his Diwine or Spiritual Body, the Body 
of the Eſſential Life or Spirit of the Eternal Logos, 
and therefore rightly termed the Body of the Loges 
incarnate, or of Chriſt, 

And therefore when paſſages of the Ancient Fa- 
thers in the Primitive Times before the degenera- 
cy of the Church came in, may ſome of them fa- 
vour a Real Abſence., other a Real Preſence of the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt according as different 
places. of: the Scripture might occur to their minds 
touching this matter, the controverſy might well 
be compoſed .by diſtinguiſhing berwixt the Natw- 
ral Body of Chriſt and his Divine or Spiritual Box 
dy. According to the former whereof is the Real 
Abſence, according to the latter the Real Preſence of 
Chriſt's Body and Blogd, tobe receivedby the Faith- 
ful in the: Celebration of the Holy Eucharitt. 


——..__—_—_ 
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CHAP. VIIL 


1. Monſiew Maimbourg, ſo cunning and cautious as 
' not to attempt to bring- the Proteſtants to Tran- 
ſubſtantiation by their common conſent- in the Real 
Preſence; but by 4 more geneval Maxime, which, 
« he ſays,”we- ave all agreed in. 2. The aforeſaid 
Maxime with the Explication thereof. 3. Six Su 
_ poſals ſurmiz'd for the ſtrengthening this Engine te 
. the. pulling the Proteſtants into the belief” of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation. - 4. ' 4 Counter-Engine confſt 
.. of fixteety common Notions, i= which;* ot only 
the Romaniſts and we, but all mankind are agreed 
in. 5. An Examination- of "the ſtrength of' Mon- 
wu FE ſienr 
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| feeur Maimbourg's Engine, by recurring upon occaſs- 


on to theſe Common Notions; The firft Prop exa- 


mined; viz. the Churches Infallibility by aſſiſtance 
of the Spirit, and diſcovered to be weak from the 
Difſention of Churches in matters of Faith in his 
ſenſe. 6. From the promiſe of the Spirit being 
conditional. 7. Ard from the Prediftions x the 


Prophetical Writings of 4a general Ws of 


the Charch. $8. The Examination of the lecond 
Prop, that would have Tranſubſtantiation believ- 


ed upon the Synodical n_— of 4 fallible Charch. 


9. The Examination of the third Prop, that would 


ave the Synodical _— paſs into an Article of 


Faith. 10. The fourth Prop examixed by defining 
truly what Hereſy and Schiſm 4. 11. The fifth 
Prop further explained by Mounſieur Maimbourg, 
in two Propoſitions. 12. An Anſwer to the two 
Propoſitions. 


FH. H AVE, I hope by this time, ſufficiently 

propoſed and confirmed both the Truth and: 
Uſetulneſs of the diſtinCtion of the Body and Blood 
of Chriſt (which occurs in the Primitive Fathers) 
into Natural,and'Spiritual or Divine. From whence 
it may plainly appear to nh py anduprejudiced 
Reader, that the Inference of a Traxſubſtantiation 
of ' the Bread and Wine mto the Rea! Body and 
- Blood of Chriſt, from a Real Preſence of them in 
the Lord's Supper, is very weak and invalid. 
Which Monſieur Maimboury' (as well as the: 
Biſhop: of 'Meawx , formerly Biſhop” of Condom, 
though he take ſpecial notice of in his Peareable 
Method , viz. that this Real Preſente of the Body 
and. Blood of Chrift in the Lord's Supper, is [4—4 
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rally acknowledged by the Proteſtants,Chap.3. whom 
he will have to hold, That the Sacrament is not a Fi. 
gure or empty Sign without Efficacy, but they'do main- 
tain, faith he, that it does communicate unto us in 
a moſt real and: effetfual Manner, the [Body of Jeſus 
Chriſt to be the Food of our Souls; And he will 
have Monſieur Cla#d himſelf acknowledge , that 
before this Novelty of Tranſubſtantiation was intro- 
duced, every one believed that Jeſus Chriſt is preſent 
in the Sacrament, that his Body and Blood are there 
truly received by the faithful ; yer. he is ſo wiſe and 
cautious as not to truſt tothe ſtrength of this Engine 
for the pulling-us back into a beliet and profeſſion 
of that credible Hypotheſis, but according to the 
Fineneſs of: his wit, has ſpread a more large Net 
to catch us in and carry us captive, not only into 
this groſs Errour of Tranſubſtantiation , but into all 
other Errours which the Church of Rome. has 
broached, or may hereafter broach and propoſe 
'as Articles of Faith. And therefore it is a"point 
worth our cloſeſt conſideration. ' . + + © 
2, His general Maxim is this, That that Church 
in which are found two Parties concerned, has ever 
had: the power to determine all difterences, and to 
declare that as. matter of Faith, which before there 
was no obligation to- believe, and that we are 
bound to acquieſce in her Deciſions, under Penalty 
of being Schiſmaticks. fant 
By the Church her declaring as matter of Faith 
. (which ſeems to ſound ſo harſhly) he' does not 
mean, That the Church: has Authority -to-: frame 
New Articles of Faith, (pag: 17.) but that She is to 
at according.to a Rule, which 1s Holy Scripture, 
and Tradition. truly and- purely Apoſtolical ; _ 
J | p WARIC 


3, 
- 4 


—— OO" "I 


 Cuar. VII. the Real Preſence:. 


DE —————— 


G1 


ſelf. And (page 18.) The Church never did make, 
and undoubtedly never will make any New Articles 
of Faith, fnce it 1s not in her power to define an 
thing but according to the Word of God, whic 


ſhe is always to conſult with, as with her Oracle, 


and the Rule ſhe 15 bound to follow. _ TRET 

His- meaniog therefore muſt be this, That bes 
fides thoſe plain and Univerſally known Articles of 
the Chriſtian Faith, and acknowledged from the 
very -beginning of Chriſtianity, ſuch as are com- 
priſed in the Apoltles Creed, there have been, and 
may be other Articles of Faith more obſcurely and 
uncertainly delivered in Scripture, which, until 
the Church in a lawful-Synod or Council has deter- 
mined the ſenſe of thoſe places of Scripture that 
appertain to the Controverſie, men have no -obli- 
gation to believe, but go for the preſent, for but 
uncertain and 1adifterent Opinions. But when 
once the true Church, in which the Parties difter- 
in Opinion are, and-her lawful Kepreſentative 


1 
ſiſted by the Holy Ghoſt, (as is affirmed Chap. 2. 


a 


pag. 28.) a (Canonical Aſſembly, which alone has 


\ full Power and Sovereign Authority to fay juridi- 
cally (Chap. 4. pag. 27.) 1t ſeemed good to the Holy 
Ghoſt and to us, has given definitive Sentence touch- 
ing the Controverſie, that which before was but 


an indifferent Opinion, becomes now - Matter of 
Faith, and is to be received as an Article of Faith by 


* the Diſſenting Party, upon penalty of being Schi/- 
matichs and Hereticks, - This I conceive to: be: his 
preciſe meaning. GTA 5 1 a3 He 
But the great Artifice of all is, That he will 
have this meaning of as, to be the general o—_ 
| 0 
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of he Protnlinas Chnrches, Who can; f: ays he, 
Gar 27.) queſtion, but the Proteftant Charches 
,- France, Germany, and Switzerland and 
the Low Countries do hold as a Fundamental Maxim, 
that in ſuch Controverſies as do ariſe concernin 
Do&rine in Matters of Religion, the true Church 
of which the Difſenting Parties are Members, has 
full and ſovereign power to declare according to 
the Word of God, what is of Faith, and that 
there 1s an Obligation Fob ſtanding to ty] Decrees, 
under of being Schiſmaticks. An t 
I pack. ney faith he, —_— more for EAN, 
I wilt content my ſelf with what themſelves do 
awe? That or M Church of which the Parties 
are Members, (be ſhe falible or infalli- 
be) has rogoy £1 power to decide Differences, and her 
Decrees da cklige under the Penalty of being Schi/- 
aaticks. 
- . 3. Now from this general: Maxim granted, as 
he conceives, on both fides, and which he does 
chiefly endeavour to prove from the carriage of the 
nod of Dore, toward the Arminians: ( all which 
x to repeat here would be too moliminous and 
 taconfiſtent with the Brevity I intend, a full An- 
wer to Monſieur Maimbourg's Method requiring 
ſome more able Pen). he declining, I ſay , all dil- 
Fra touching the Merit of the Cauſe, the point of 
ra unfobbarian he would. hence draw us in, to 
imbracing: that Doftrine merely becauſe we 
— once of. that Church that has Symodically de- 
termined-for. it, and conſequently reconcile. us to 
all the reſt of the Errours of the Church of- Rome, 
Rut that we may not fo eafily be taken in this Net, 
er puljed in by this Engine, we STIs: 
e. 
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the Soppoſals that ſupport the treagrh of it, + or of 
which 1t does conſiſt. 

The firſt and chiefeft whereof is, That ſuch Sy. 
nods to whoſe definitive ſentence he would have us 


ſtand, are aſſiſted by the Holy Ghoſt, 


The ſecond, That whether they be or be not, 
we are to ſtand to their determination. 


The third , Whatever Matters of Opinion  -- 
| oy are for the weep but ſuch) are decided by 


uch a Synod, into Articles of Faith 

The fourth , That thoſe that will not cloſe with 
theſe Deciſions be they what they will, they are 
guilty of Schiſm, as being bound to aſſent. 

The fifth, That theſe deciſive Syooxs or Aſſern- 
blies, are to decide: according to the Rule of the 
Word of God. 

The ſixth and laſt, That both the Proteſtants 
and Papiſts are agreed 1 in all theſe. 

>a before I _ theſe Rondacen theſe 
Swppoſals, Parts or Props of his general Maxim, 
w ch he would draw the Proteſtants again ks 
the Church of Rowe, and make them embrace 
Tranſub#antiation, and all __ 4 2tſtitions and 
Errours which they have « ecided for war- 
ters of Faith: -T will, fo _ A. very method 


of this ſhrewd Writer, words ; not ay one Max- 


ime, but ſeveral Maximes, wherein both the Rams- 
nifts and We, and indeed all mankind are agreed 
in, and which therefore I will inſtead 6f Max 
imes call Common Notions, itt allufion! to thoſs of 
Entlid. And'the firſt ſhall be this, L 

E. That whichiv it ſelf is falſe no declaring or 
ſaying it is true can make it true. - 


7 II. What- 


4 brief iſcourſe of Crar. VO. 

1 2H. Whatever is. plainly repugnant to” what gis 

* true is certainly falſe. - : 
TH. Whatever is falſe can be no due Article of 
a true Faith or Religion. hs 

IV. The ſenſes rehtly circumftantiated are true 
Judges of their Object, whether ſuch,an Obje& be 
Earth, Air, Fire, or Water, Body or-Spirit, and 
the- like. Bp 161 

\ Beſidesthat this is a Common Notion with all man- 
kind, the Incarnate Wiſdom himſelf has given his 
ſuffrage for it, in-his arguing with S*. Thomas, John 
20. V. 27. Then ſaith he to T homas, Reach hither thy 
finger, and behold my hands, and reach hither thy hand 
and thruſt it into my. ſide, and. be. not faithleſs but be. 
Leving," : What is this | but the appealing ,to. the 
truth of ſenſe by 'our Saviour himſelf? ' And Lake 
24. V. 29; Behold my hands and my feet that it.is 1 
my ſelf, handle me and ſee, for a ſpirit has not fleſh 

# bones as ye. ſee I bave.. Here 1s an appeal both 
to Serſe 02 Rayon at-once, and that about-the ve- 
»»:Body. of Chrift,- rouching which the great Con- 
troverhie 1s raiſed, © | 

V.. An Eſſence or Being that 1s oze, ſo long as it 
remains 10; as it is d;/tin&# from others, 10, it 1s un- 

 dividable or. inſeparable from it ſeff. | 

VI. The whole is bigger than the part: and the 
part. leſs than. the whole. 

VIE In every, Diviſion, -though the 'parts agree 
with the whole, [yet they diſagree amongſt them- 
ſelves. *-So that the part 4, 1s not the very part B. 
nor the part B. the very part C./nor can-cach part 
be truly and adequately the whole by the foregoing 

' common Notion. 


hs 


VIII.. The 


"I 
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»_VIL The [ame!Body cannot be actually a'C ube 


-and-a Globe at once, and thereis'the ſame reaſon of 


any other different Figures'of a Body. - | 
..-IX. No Revelation, the Revealing whereof, or 
the manner of the Revealing whereof is repugnant 
to-the Divine. Attributes, can be from God. 

X. No Tradition of any ſuch Revelation can be 


true, for as much as the Revelation it ſelf 1s im - 


poſſible. . 


XI. No interpretation of any Divine Revelation 
that is repugnant to rightly circumſtantiated Senſe 
and pure and unprejudiced Reaſon, whether it be 
from a private or publick hand, can be any Inſpi- 
ration from God. | 


- -XII. -No Body can be bigger and leſs than it-ſelf 


at ONCE, 

XIII. That Individual Body that is already, nor 
ceaſeth to be, cannot be made whule it is already 
exiſting, nd 

XIV. Ore and - the-/ame Body cannot. be both 
preſent with it ſelf and'many thouſand miles ab- 
ſent from it ſelf at once. 

XV. One and the ſame Body cannot be ſhut up 
in a Box, and free to walk and run 1n the Fields, 
and to aſcend into the yery Heavens at the ſame 
time. | 
XVI. And laſtly (to omit many. other ſuch.ſelt- 
evident Truths or Common Notions) it is impoſſt- 
ble, that-a man ſhould ſwallow his whole Body, 


Head, Feet, Back, Belly, Arms, and:Thighs, and 


Stomach it ſelf, through his Mouth, down his, 
Throat into his Stomach, that is, every. whit of: 
- himſelf into one knows not what of himlelf, leſs 
than. a Mathematical point or nothing. For if = 
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be fvallowed, what is there left of the man for 
it to be ſwallowed into, but a mere port or rather 


nothing ? 

+: Certainly all the World as well Papiſts as Pro. 
reſtants, as ſoon as they do but conceive the meanin 
of the Terms, will aſſent to the” Truth- of theſe 
Propoſitions at the very firſt ſight ; which there- 
fore has made me call them Common Notions. Let 
us now apply our ſelves to the uſe of them in the 
examining the ſtrength of Monſieur Maimboure's 
general Maxime, wherein he will have the Papilts 
and Proteſtants agreed. 

The firſt Prop thereof" is, That the zrwe Church 
is infallible by the promiſe made to her of being 
aſſiſted by the Holy Ghoſt. But here I demand whe- 
ther this promiſe be made to the Vziver/a/ Church 
or any Particular Church or Churches throughout 
all Ages. That it is not made to the Univerſal 
Church throughout all Ages, is plain, in that the 

arts thereof have been and are ſtill divided in 
everal matters of Faith. That no ſuch promiſe 
1s made: to any Particular Church or Churches, 
is plain from hence , that #heſe Churches are not 
named 1n any part of the Scripture ; which qmif- 
 fion 1s: incredible if there had been any ſuch entail- 
ment of I»fa/libility upon any Particular Church or 
Churches. But of all Churches, I humbly .con- 
ceive, it is impoſſible it ſhould be. the Church of 
Rome, unleſs it be poſſible that all thoſe Common 
Notions which I have ſet down, and in which all 


£ if Tranſubſtantiation 
be true. And therefore let any man judge __ 
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.ther is themore hkely, viz. That Tranſubftantiation 
© ſhould be falſe or thoſe Common Notions: not 
true, 

6. Again, How does it appear that this promiſe 
of the aſſiſtance of the Holy Ghoſt is not conditi- 
oval? Indeed Chriſt fays, John 16. 13. When the 
fpivit of truth is come he will guide you into all truth, 
vis. the ſame {pirit that is promiſed, chap. 14. v. 
I5, I6, 17. But the words of this pretended Char- 
ter of Infallibility are there {et down more fully : 

you love me keep my commanaments;, Ana 1 will pray 
the father and he ſhall grve you another comforter that 
he may abide with you for ever, eve the ſpirit of 
truth whom the world cannot receive The promiſe 

the aſſiftance of the Holy Ghoſt for the infalli- 
bly concluding what is true, even from the words 
of this pretended Charter of Ifallibility , is condi- 
tional, that is to ſay, if they ſo /ove Chriſt as to- 
keep. his commandments, and become not worldly 
and carnal (for the World cannot: receive this ſpt- 
rit of truth) then this ſpirit which leadeth into 
all truth ſhall aſſiſt them. Wherefore. as many 
as Chrift ſends this infallible ſpirit to, he firft. fats 


them for it by mortifying the /pirit of the World 1. 


. them, and making them members of his truly Hol 
Church; for the calling themſelves Hoy Churdh,, 

makes them never a jot the more Holy, it they 

really be not fo, by the firſt common Notion. 

And beſides, If the Words of this-(harter of In- 
fallibility had not been fo expreſs, yet in common 
fenſe and reafon this condition would neceſſarily 
have been underſtood; Foraſmuch as nothing can 
| be more abſurd than to imagine the 4fi/tance of the 
- Holy Ghoſt to be. fo cheap-and trivial a thing , as to 


be 


ugh 
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| beprocured for the concluding Controverſies ariſ* 
or {er on foot'in the Church , © which are needleſs 
and frivolous, or more for ſatisfying Curioſity than 
Eaifrcation, and which tend to Diviſion, and. tearing 
the Church violently into parts, which was - oze 
before and in a /a/vable condition without this Deci. 
ſion, as Monſieur Maimbourg confeſſes himſelf: Or 
that the Holy Ghoſt will afi/# ſuch Aſſemblies as are 
worldly and carnally minded, and are called to con- 
clude for the worldly ' Advantage and Intereſt 
of a worldly Polity, who for the upholding and 
increaſing their Tempors/-Empire (whereby they 
Lord it over the: World, and-ride on the necks of 
Kings and Princes) call themſelves Spiritual. Cer- 
tainſ when' all Chriſtian "Truth tends to real and 
indiſpenſable Holineſs, if mankind were not left to 
. the liberty of their own Will,” but Chrift would 
have them ſo ixfalibly wile, he would: all along 
have prepared them for it, by making them unex- 
ceptionably Holy, that they might become wiſe in 
his own Way and Method 
7. And laſtly, There: being PrediX1ons in Daniel 
and.the Apocalpyſe' of an Arntichriſtian State in the 
Church to come ( in which there will be ſuch a 
general Apoſtaſie from the Apoſtolick Purity) even 
according to their own Interpreters, I demand 
what aſlurance we have that theſe Times came not 
(in a-very great meaſure) upon the Church , ſome 
hundreds: of Years before Tranſubſtantiatiov was 
concluded on by the Roman Church, which there- 
fore * muſt much invalidate the pretence of. the 
Infallibility of any ſuch Councils.” Andi'our Church 
of England, as all know, in her-Homilies, whether: 
' by inſpiration 'or by mere ſolid Reaſox-and Judge- 
| ment, 
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ment refers the vifion of :the ſeventeenth) Chapter 
of the Apocalypſe, to the Church of Rome.»! And, 
I hope, to any unprejudiced Reader, that has lei- 
ſure: to examine things,” I have even demonſtra- 
tively made out that truth in my Expoſereon of the 
alypſe, and moſt punttually and -diſtinftly of 
all in my Joint-Expoſition of the thirteenth and ſe- 
venteenth Chapters thereof , Synop/. Prophet. Book 
1. Chap. 11, 12,13, @c., with. the prepar@ory 
Chapters thereto. Letany one read them that pleaſe, 
and 1n the due fear of: God conſider them. 
Wherefore, to conclude, touching this firſt Prop 
of his general Maxim, whereby he would infinu- 
ate that Synods, to whole definitive Sentence he 
would have us to ftand, are 4fiſted by the Holy 
Ghoft, it does not only not-underprop, ' but_under- 
mine his grand Mexim, Foraſmuch as we have no 
- aſſurance that thoſe Roman Councils which have 
concluded for Tranſubſtentiation were aſſiſted by 
the Holy Ghoſt, but rather quite contrary. 
;, 8. The ſecond Prop is; That whether a Synod: 
be or: be not affiſted/by the Holy Ghoſt , we are to 
ſtand to their determination. , If the Syzod be not 
affifted by the Holy Ghoſt then they are fallible, 
and may be .in the wrong : ſo [that the ſenſe is, 
Whether the Synod determine rig/t- or wrong , yet 
we are to ſtand to their determination. Which as 
odly-as it ſounds, yet in ſome ſober ſenſe, I muſt 
confeſs ingenuouſly ,' for ought L know,> may be 
true, that is, in ſuch things as are really diſputable, 
and, which for no ſiniſter baſe deſign, | but.merely: 
for the peace of. the Church and Her Edihcation,. 
it has been thought fit to make a Sy»oaical Decifion 
of: the Controverſie. But is this colour. enough 
INAI8 K or 
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for the | Church of Rome's Determination to. be. 
ſtood to? Of making the Bread in the Sacrament 
to be tranſubſtantiated into the very Body of Chriſt 
that hung on the Croſs at. Jeruſalem. (and has ever 
fince his Aſcenſion been in Heaven): by the Prieft's 
ſaying over it, This is my Body, the Bread till re. 
maining Bread to all outward appearance, as-be- 
foro; Þ chat Chriſt is fain to be at the expence of 
a Wpetual Miracle to make the rran/ubſtantiated 
Bread look /ike Bread ſtill, though it be realy the. . 
Body of Chriſt that hung on the Croſs at Fers/a- 
kew. Which, as I have noted above , is againſt 
his Wiſdom and Goodneſs, in that,. if Tran/ubſtan- 
. tiation. be a true Article of the Chriſtian Faith, 
this is the moſt effeftual way imaginable to. make 
men, if left to their own free thought, ts wr/-be- 
Leve it, however force and cruelty might conſtrain 
them to profe/s it : And ſo it is againſt his Goodneſs, 
to-expoſe ſo great a part of his Church to ſuch 
bloody Perſecutions as this Article has occaſioned in 
the Chriſtian World... That Chriſt ſhould do a 
perpetual Miracle ' not that will confirm mens 
Faith, but fubvert 1t, not to edifie his Church but 
diſtra&t it ,, and lay all in confuſion and blood! 
Let any one conſider how likely this is to be. 

© This therefore could never be a. point , bond fide, 
diſputable, but to fuch as were horribly hoodwinkr 
with prejudice, and bliaded with a defire of having 
- _ «rem by the NR pra as ow 
uch unſpeakable advantage, as they ought, 
for the magni/ying the-Prief hood , though I believe 
nothing will* turn; more to/ thair Difrepute and- 
ſhame ta the- conchifion:' [Now I dare appeal to- 
Monſieur Maimbowg himſelf, whether. we are to: 
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| Rand to the Determination of a falhble Synod in a 
Point , that, beſides what I have. already, binted, 


contr adifts all thofte Common Notions, which I have - 


above recited , and in-which all mankind are a- 
greed. And ſuch is this point of Tranſubtenti- 


* 4m10n: ; | 
_ 1-9. Now for the third Prop, ' That whatever 


Matters of Opizion (as they are tor the - roms but - 
paſs 


ſuch) are decided by fuch a Synod, into Arti. 
cles of Faith; this Prop is alſo really a puller down 
of this general Maxim. For by an Article of Faith, 
muſt be meant ſuch an Article as after the /ynodical 
Deciſion, isneceſlary to be believed by all Parties u 
on pain of Damnation But to this I anſwer, fir, 
No Faelfbood can be an Article of Faith, nor can 
what is in it elf falfe , by all the declaring in the 
World that ir is true, become true, by the firſt 
Common Notion. And ſecondly, Since the whole 
Church before, in which aroſe the Controverſie, 
were ina /alvable Condition, how Unchriftian an a& 
_ muſt this be, to put ſo many thouſand Souls in the 
State of Damnation, by ſo anxtceſſary, nay miſchie-. 
voxs 2 ſynodical Decifion! And therefore what pre- 
tence can there be to the 4fi//ance of the Holy Ghoſt, 
which Chriſt has promiſed his Church, when they 
machinate that, which ſo manifeſtly tends, | ac- 
cording as the Syzod acknowledges, to the Dam- 
nation-of ſtich a multitude of Souls, which before 
the Deciſion were a falvable Condition, and atfo 
to moſt barbarous Perſecutions of their Perfons,; as 
it is notorioully known in Hiftory , touching, 7T1ass 
ſubſtantiation. -- ny 2 30.6202 

/' x6. 'The fourth Prop. charges thoſe with the 
$uilt of Schiſm and _ that will aot = 
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with: the above-ſaid Sywodicat Derifions , be they 
what - they will.- In which matter we: cannot 
judge whether the charge. be right, unleſs we firſt 
underſtand what is truly and properly Hereſie and. 
Schiſm. * The former whereof I demand what it. 
can be, but a diſſent from the Catholick Church e- 
ven in thoſe-things1n it, ' that are ApoFolical. For 
whatever National* Church is found to have alf 
and nothing elſe in-it but what is. Apo#olical, or 
not iconſiſtent with the Apoſtolical DoCtrine and. 
Praftice, is moſt: afluredly one part of that one 
Catholick and: Apoſtolick Church, which. we profels. 
our Belief of 'in our Creed. . And for the latter it: 
can-be nothing elſe but a ſeparation from the (atho-. 
Eck Church, or. from any. Church that is part 
thereof, even then, when the approves her ſelf to 
be: Catholick, that is to ſay even then, when ſhe 1s 
Apoſtolick, or, though ſhe be Apoſtalick, and offers, 
no opinions. or: uſages but ſuch as are conforma- 
ble to the uſages. and DoQtrines of Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles, or have no repugnancy thereto. To ſe- 
parate-from the' Church in ſuch circumſtances 
as: theſe, certainly is. that great: Crime of Schiſm ; 
but to- ſeparate from that part of the Church 
which impoſes opinions. and practices, plainly re- 
pugnant to the Precepts of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, 
this is no Schi/m but Union. with. the truly- antient 
Catholick and. Apoſtolick Church. - And the de- 
claring it Schiſm.does. not, nor can make it ſo, by 
Common Notion the firit., And.if it. were Schiſm 
to ſeparate from ſuch a Church as propounds things 
re to the Precepts of Chriſt and: his Apor 
les; the guilt. of this Schiſos is not upon them 
that. thus ſeparate, but upon thoſe that impoſe fuch 
. Mdti- Apoſtolical matters... 11, Lhe. 
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--:13. The fifth - Prop, That theſe deciſive 'Synods 
or Aſſemblies are to decide according to the'Rulerof 
- the Word of God, the ſtrength of this Prop he en- 
deavours more fully to dilplay 4x: 34-/-and: he 
calls upon the Brethren of the rmed:Churches 
to refle& ſeriouſly upon theſe-two: Propoſitions he 
ſets down, -. ny 2136, 4199 

The firſt is, That as the Word of God is infatlib/e 
in it ſelf, ſd certainly the judgment ' of him: who 
rruly judges came a. ar Rule 18 alſo infallible: 
And conſequently they are obliged to believe; 
That the Church when ſhe judges | according to 
this Rule or the Word of God, does:not- only nos 
err , but.that ſhe alſo cannot err.. | 

The ſecond, That they [the Reformed] are 
bound [as well as we the Romaniſts] to believe 
that the Church of God deciding 'Coptroverſies-of 
Faith, does jtidge according to the true ſenſe of the 
word of. God-: Becauſe upon the matter it is con- 
cerning-this very-ſexſe that ſhe gives: judgment be+ 
twixt the Parties,..who-give 1t a different: ſenſe, and 
who are obliged ih Conſcience to fubmit- to. hen 
judgment, under pain of being + Schiſmaticks and 
2-35 Wis as their Synod..of- Dot has poſitively des 
Clared. 

12. The- firſt of theſe Propoſitions may pals 
for firm and ſound, - provided that-the: meaning of 
hey judging according to: this rule is the giving the 
right and genuine ſenſe thereof ; Of which ſhe can 
neither aſſure her ſelf nor any one elſe , but. by 
being aſſured of that Holineſs; Integrity, and ſingle- 
zeſs of Heart, in thoſe oh the Synod, that Es 


them capable of the Aſifance of the Holy Ghoſt ; 


and. alſo that. their Decipox: claſhes not with theſe: 
3 | indeleble: . 


Mb 


— came yg Vi 

_— rr ET EET ICEIT III ”_ : 
a Indeleble Notions in the Humane 'Sbul,” "thar are 
 previow. Requi -Requiftes for the underftanding the mean- 
ing of-not ov; the Holy Scriptures, but of any 
wrating whatever. Andwaro which if they find any 
thing an the Jazter of the Sacred Writ repugnant, 
— they. may'be-fure-/it is'a Symbolical or Figurative 
Speech , but in other writings , that it is ether a 
ve Speech" or Nonſenſe. He that has not 
this previous: farniture, or makes xo uſe of it, it is 
le he ſhould .prove a ſafe judgeof the ſenſe 
aq Scripture. And 1f he runs Conner to what 
eve, It is evident his Interpretation 
ay mo: by ':the ſecond Common Notion, and 
that -= is not inſpired by Common Notion the cle- 

vent 

Touching the {econd Propoſition, I demand how 
any can-be boundito ftand'to the judgment of any 
Sinol if they decline thepreviow Reguifites, with: 
our” which it: is vapo/Ste to underſtand the right 
' . meaning of ay mriting whatſoever ; and whether 
their pretending to judge according 70 8 Rule, does 
not imply; that there are ſome Common Principhes, 
in Nb then all Parties are agreed, in, according to 
which, they cannot diſcern that the Syriod 
has downs ric right, yet if the Syzod run 
(aupter to - ore they may be ſure they have de- 
fined wrong) [touching the very ſenſe controverted 
between the” Par7/tes.. Ther profefiing they judge 
according to the Rue , mplics the Rule is in ſome 
meaſure known 20 all that are concerned. Nor 
does tt at all follow, becauſe the 0bjet# of their dc- 
_ cifiw 15-the As bore tan between the 
 - Parves, (hint this Synod ve what judgment 
a NI break all ammur and PR 
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in the expounding the Text, much tkſs contradict 
thoſe: Rules whuch are infinitely more Sarred,, and 
inviolable, the Common Notions which. God has im- 
printed eſſentialy on. the Humane | Underanding, 
bc fuch a r_—_ = uſed oo Interpreters c54 
Scripture, neitner tne Synod 0 Dort, noxany: 
formed Church , has or will declare , "That under 
pain of bei ing Schiſmaticks and Heretichs, they- are 
obliged in Coaklince to oben: to _ GRAN 
nation. Y b, 


_ 
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Nl AS IX. 


Ft. The examination. of the ſixth Prop by dnnatding 
whether the Maxime Monſiewr Maimbourg' propro- 
ſes is to be underſtood in the full ſenſe, without any 4p» 
peal to any common agreed on Principles of Grams 

- mar, Rhetorick, Logick ad Morality. 2. Jnftau- 

" Ces of enormous Reſults vow thence, with' a demand 

- whether the Proteſtant To would allow of ſuch 
abſurd Synodical Deciſions, - 31. That the Citations 
A Fliſtory, touching the S nod of Dort, . prove _ 

a all Svnodical Deciſhons Gs into. proper 4r 

| as of Faith, with" the. Auth 
fonching- phe Carriage of that Sod; an If the 
Parties yy mom wes - rh = 

: Fenanced from-what is obſerve orians. to. 

oe FS of® Kjng James # in the oper at 


Fampton Court; 


«AND. 


Wok "Tin Dae Cuar. IX, 
| 3 Dh 7) Gp un. he }* T 
yer the fioh and laſt Pro of the ge. 


BW Maxime implies as much " Whch'x af- 
_ &@n Fok both: the Proteſtants Lk Papiſts are a- 
Gf RIOINEs ve foregoing Swppoſals, or to ſpeak 
in-that his general Maxime. 
That that Church 'in which are found the two 
Parties concerned, has 'ever had the power to de- 
termine all differences, .and to:declare that as mat- 
ter of Faith, which before there. was no obligation 
0 believe, and that we are bound to acpibette in 


| Their deciſions under” the penalty of- being Schif- 


amaticks. 
But I demand here-of Monſieur Maimbourg, 


whether he will have his Maxime underſtood in a 
full latitude-of- ſenſe, and that. immediately without 
recourſe to any' Principles "1 which the Syzod and 
. the Parties are agreed, and Counter to which, if | 
any- determination be made it. is null, ſuch- as 
Grammatical Synfax and: Lexicographical ſenſe . of 
Words; :and y arr are. Laws: infinitely more fa- 
cred and;inviolable)' the\Common Notions (as I faid 
before) eſſentially” imprinted - on the Soul of man, 
either of *77uth or Morality, whether without bein 
bounded by. theſe, the Proeftan Churches as well 
as the Pontificien Are agreed , that we are to ſtand 
tothe Determination of a Sno, under the penal- 
. ty-of being Schiſeuatichs...\ 
- 2. Asfor example ,.If a Synod ſhould-inter, pret, 
Drink ye all. of this, of. the Clergy only, and 9 
- it does not reach the Laity, ought the Apoſtles 
and Primitive Church underſtood it did : Tf not- 
_  withftanding S* Paws long Exhortation againſt 
| wap Exerciſe in an unknown Tongue, 1 Cor. = 
Ly they 


wg O35 - 
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they. ſhould by ſome. diſtinQtion or evaſion. | 

conclude it lawful. If when as /it is ſaid}, : Thou: 
to 
di. 


ſhalt" not make' to thy ſelf any graven 
worſhip "and fall down before it, they ſhoi 


__— and reſtrain it only to the graven Images” 


of the Heathen Gods. If when as it is ſaid, Thou 
ſhalt have no other Gods but me , they ſhould di- 
ſtinguiſh Gods into Supream and Swbordinate, and 
declare, we may have many Subordinate Gods , but 
only One Supream., If when as it ſaid, Honour thy 
Father and thy Mother, they ſhould reſtrain it ts 
a Father or Mother of the ſame Religion with- our 
ſelves, whether Political Father or Natural, other- 
wiſe we are free- from this Command, and may 
deſpiſe both our Natural Parents and our Prince, 
if they. be not of the ſame per{waſion with our 
ſelves. - And whereas it is ſaid, Thou ſhalt not 
commit Adultery, if they ſhould anderſtand it on- 
| ly of ſuch an Adultery as is committed for the 
mere pleaſure of the Fleſh , not for the health of the 
Body, -or aſhſting the Conjugal Impotency of his 
Neighbour. If the Commandment againſt Mur- 
ther, or Killing an Innocent Perſon, they ſhould 
reſtrain to Murther that is accompanied with de- 
light in Cr=elty, not that which is committed to 
raiſe a /ivelyhood,” or ſecure an Intereſt the Murthe- 
ter has- eſpouſed. If the Commandment againſt 
Stealing, they ſhould reſtrain to ſuch Thett as-1S 
againlt Men- of our Regen and Per{waſton, but. 
that we may rob and teal from others: without 
ſin. And according to the ſame tenour they ſhould 
. Interpret, Thou ſhall not bear falſe witneſs againſt, 
thy Neighbour,  &c. / I 'demand\, I ſay, whether, 
Monſieur Maimbourg does conceive; thatithe: Pro-; 
01 L teſtants, 
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meffanss; nay , :or'his. own Party,'.are' agreed that 
ae ans anions are tq be tted to npon, 
penalty of: being; Schi/meticks. Let him ask the 
Reformed: Churches if they be thus agreed, or ra- 
ther let him ask his own Conſcience, if he think 
they are. - Wherefore it is plain , that what he 
ces out- of the Hiftory of the Synod of Dore, 
xeaches not the point that he drives at, that is to 
fay, That it is acknowledged by them, that after 
a Synod has decided the Controverhie, or given the 
fenie of places of Scripture: controverted , be it 
what it will be, the Deciſion 15 to be ſtood. to, 
under ly of being Schi/maticks, and that 
there are not ſome commonly known Truths, com- 
mon Notions of Reaſon and Morality, with which 
if the determination of a Syzod does claſh, it is - 
ſo fatto null, and a demonſtration that the Spirit 
of God did not aſfift. | | 
3. I obſerve farther, That all the Citations that 
are produced either by Monſieur Maimbourg himſelt, 
or his Tranſlator, in his Preface and Appendix, will 
not amount to the Proteſtants proteſhing that every 
Controverſie or controverted Opinion, after the 
Deciſion of the Synod, pafles into an Article of 
Faith, which properly ſignifies ſuch a Do&rine, 
as without the Belief of which, when it is propo- 
ſed; he that mis-believes it forfeits his Salvation ; 
for hereby the Synod: of Dore: had damned all the 
Eutheran Churches. For my own: part I muſt con- 
fels, that in- points: that are ſo obſcure, intricate, 
and'abſtruſe, and which, as touching the main part 
of them, have exerciſed and much baffled hu- 
mane underſtanding:through all Ages, it had. been 
2 great piece of Chriſtian Prudence for. that Synod 
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Perch of ch digreiag Parte caagnaſt another, 
Ipeech of l arties One andt 
/ and to have adenoniſhe them that . wers 
bound, notwithſtanding 'their difference &f Opini- 
on; to-liveia mutual Love one'to another, which 

is the 'true Badge of Chriſt's genuine Diſciples, 
rather than to have exaſperated one Party againft 
another , by. making that DoQrine Awhertich, 
which 1s really-at it {elf from places of Soriptire, 
and Rea/0n fo mntricate-and diſputable. - But-it leen 
to have been the fleight of Satan for the weakning 
the Reformed - Churches that drove them to: it. 
But I mult fay, on the other fide, that when the 
Synod had determined, they who were deterni- 
ned againſt, ought to-have ſubgtted 0 het de- 
termination in & thing fo realy i. ar and by 
this Chriſtian Policy to have conſerved the 
w = —_— and ; nm nn —_ | For if 
| ad any modeſty in't , "they nught ve- 
root 
have C ted with the Sywod ,- | - 
red the peace and ſafety of the Reformed Churches, 
—" the {atisfaction of their own Opinionative- 
neſs. ? | ni Lofora2 

And that wife Prince, Xing: Femes the fit of 

Bleifed Memory, ſeems to come near to what T have 
ſaid, in the words delivered by his Emballadour 
at the. Synod of Dort, as they are cited by Mon- 
fieur Mumbourg himſelf in his Pedreable: Method, 
pag. :23. "That: for the allaying thale. troubles, 
There was but that one only means which the (hurah ta 
ever made uſe of, a National Synod, which was to be 
Judge in the caſe, and to decide which of the two Opini- 


5s wks more conformable to the Word of God : or at 
L 2 | leaft 


—_— 
IO RO CHI" 


5 brief -Diſcourſe of Cna'r. IX, 
beaſt bow and in what manner the one or the other 
might be tolerated in the (hurch of God. Which 
latrer part is cunningly left out by the Traz/lxtor, 
-in his Preface, pag.”3. But in thoſe latter words, 
'King James phinly intimates his moderate Sent. 
ments touching the ' Controverſy , and that he 
would not have the Deciſion made too-rigidly and 
,pinehingly on either ſide. And ſ{utably to this ex- 
+ cellent judgment of | his ,--1n' the: Conference at 
*Hampton-(ourt; when the Puritans would have had 
*the:nine” Lambeth Articles, which are more full and 
expreſs' againſt the points 'of 'Armizianiſm , to. be 
:ermbodyed-into'the Articles :of our Church, con- 
-eluded- on in' the Convocation: holden at London, 
-ir the: Year'1'$632;-the "King! earneſtly refuſed it. 
'And'in his /InſtruQtions "to" his Di4zc he” ſent 0- 
* ver to: the'Synod of Dore,” this remarkable one was 
:arnongft'' the reſt; That 'they would; adviſe the 
-Churches'/that - the Miniſters do' not: dehver in 

- «Pulpit 'to" the ''People: ng: for: ordinary 
'Pottrines,* which'are 'the higheitr points :of the 
Schools, and not -fis for vulgar Capacities, but 
-diſputable on both- ſides. - And we may be ſure when 
| He was ſo careful in this for the foreign Churches, 
'he- would! not _negle& -to: infuſe- the | fanie. good 
Principles” into his- own” And- that he could not 
eaſily believe: that upon the) Deciſion 'of the Synod 
of Dore, that paſſed into'an'Areicle of Faith, with- 
out which there is | no. Salvation:, whichyer. he 
. would} have hid 'from "the - knowledge of the 
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CHAP. X. 


What Synodical- Decifions - are: capable of paſſing 


into proper Articles of Faith, and what not. ' 2. 


The neceſſity of diſtinguiſhing the doQtrinal Deciſe- 
oxs.of Synods into Articles of Faith, properly [0 
called , and | Articles.” of Communion. | 3. The 
meaning of the Kjne*s Anſwey. to. Mr, Knewſtub, 
in the Conference at Hampton-Court.: And that 
Synods: have unlimited Power to put what ſenſe 
they. pleaſe on places of Seripture, . and make then 
paſs into Articles of Faith, ot proved to be the 
Opinion of the: Proteſtant Churches... 4. That our 


. Engliſh Charch is arainſt it, 'oge7 proved out of 


.: her Articles. 51. No Article: 0 


Faith pre-exiſt- 


. ent in Scripture that. cannot be fetched thence but by 
-. | interpreting: againft- the - Proleptick.' Principles of 
- rightly circumfſtantiated Senſe ans Cormon-No- 
- -; tons Jhgrafted eſſentially in the Flumaine Under- 


Sanding. - 6. Of. Deciſion- of pioints neceſſary to 


. Salvation, and to the-juſt ifying the Chriſtian Wore 
. -: ſhip, and thoſe that are le(s neceſſary, aud leſs clear, 
: 4a baſtly;; thoſe that hive wi lafuperable Difficul- 
2: ty. oz both {ides. ':: 7.; Monſieur Maimbourg's ge- 
-.' neral Maxime; that: it is not agreed in by the Pro- 


reſtant Churches, abundantly demonſtrated. with a 


-» Note of .che Subtiley. af che Ramanilts.» declining 
1 /.the, Diſpute of the 'particular:merits. of their Cauſe, 


*1 


p4 # 
4. 


21. 47d making it\their. buſineſs to perſwade,: firſt, that 


their Church is Infallible..--8. 4- Meeting «with 
Monſieur Maimbourg once more in his own Method, 


- 1 :404d thereby demonſtrating that Tranſubſtantiation & 


Ss & 


_ groſty; 


ES 


|  Hbrief Diſcourſe of Cuxpr.'X. 


grofly falſe, and conſequently the Church of Rome 
4:04 with an hint of a trxe peaceable Method 
of reconciling Papiſts and Proteſtants. 


1. TN FHerefore it ſeerns acedful to rake notice 


of this diſtinQtion of the Do##rinal De- 

cifions of Sy»ods, that Tome paſs into, or rather 
are of the nature of the Arzzclcs of Faith, the know- 
ledge of them being »eceſſary to keep us from Sin 
- and Damnation.' And'fuch were the DoFrinal De- 
cifions of thoſe ancient Primitive Councils, who 
out of Scripture plainly declared, the truth of the 
. Drvinity © of \'Chraft and Trewaity of the God-head, 
without which the Church would be involved in 
' proſs - I4olatry. . And therefore the Deciſions of the 
Controverſies did naturally pals into, profeſſed A4r- 

ticles of the Chriftian Faith, and ſuch as our Salva- 
nion depended on. But to pnagine that every Do- 
f#rinal Deciſion of a 'Synod pafſes into a proper Ar- 
ticle of ''Ka:h, without which there is no Salya- 
tion, and that a'Syox has power to make that an 
Article of Faith, before which men were ſafe and 
finleſs as to that point, is to put it into the power 
ofa Synod to damn God knows how many Myriads 
of men'which Chriſt dyed-for, and had it not been 
for theſe curious,” or rather miſchievous Deciſions, 
- Might have been ſaved ; than which what can be 

more prodigious? x 

\.. 2. Whence we'ſee plainly it is moſt xecefſary to 
.make this diftinftion'mn 'Dot#r7ax/ Deciſions of | Sy- 
ods, that Tome'may be Arrizles of Faith , others 
only Areicles of Communion, that if any oppoſe or 
diſparage the faid Articles, whether they be of 
the Clergy or Laity, rhey make themſelves obnoxi- 
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ous to. Excommunication; and if a Clexgy-man does 
nor ſubſcribe to them, he makes himſelt uncapable 
of Eccleſiaſtical Imployment. This is all that Mon- 
Geur Maimbourg can {queeze out of all his Citations 
out of the ſtory of tlte Synod of Doze, ſo far as I can 
perceive, or his Trazſlator in bis Preface and Appen- 
dix, our of thoſe he produces touching the Church 
' of England. AY 
3. And that which his Trax/lator in his Preface 
would make ſuch a great bufineſs of, vzz, 'This wife 
Kings anſwer to M* Kzewſtubs , at the Conference 
at Hampton Court, when he was asked:, How far 
an Ordinance of the Church. was to bind men without 
impeachment of their Chriſtian Liberty : to-which he 
ſaid , he would not argue that point with him, 
but anſwer therein as Kings are wont to ſpeak in 
Parliament, Le Roy /*aviſers. And: therefore I 
charge you never {peak more to that point how 
far you are bound to obey when the Church has 
once ordained it. I ſay nothing more can be col- 
lected out of this an{wer , but that he modeſtly 
iatimated his Opinion, that he meant not that al 
Synodical Deciſons paſſed: into Articles of Faith, 
but may be only Articles of Communion in the ſenſe 
I have already explained, And what L have al- 
ready ſaid, it ferioully and confiderately applyed 
to what he produces in lis Apperarx', will cafily 
diſcover that they prove nothing more touthing the 
Church of Erzlana, than what we: have' already * 
allowed to be her Doctrine touching the Authority 
of Synods. | 
But that a Sy-od without any limitation: or ap» 
peal -to certain Principles in, which bath the Symod 
and Parties conteſting are all agreed in,. may by _ 
bare 
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3% of brief | Diſcourſe of C 
bare immediate Authority /,” give what ſenſe ſhe 
pleaſes on places of Scripture, alledged*in the Con- 
troverſy, and that her- Deciſion paſtes: into an Arti- 
ticle of Faith , which the Parties caſt 'are bound to 
aſſent to, under the pain of becoming Herericks 
and | Schiſmaticks. + Nothing can be more contrary 
than this to''the- Declarations of- the Church of 
England. So far is it from truth, That al! the Pro- 
ws 7 Churches are agreed in his grand Maxime 
above mentioned. 

4. Let the Church of Erg/azd ſpeak- for her 
ſelf, -4tic.'19. As the Church of Feruſalem, 4: 
lexandria'; and: CaHntioch, fo alſo the Church of 
Rome has erted;-not only in their Living and Ce- 
remonies, but alſd in Matters of Faith. - And Ar- 
ticle 21, General'Councils may not be gathered to- 
gether- without the "Commandment and Will of 
Princes. © And | when they - be. gathered together 
(toraſmuch as they be an Aſſembly of men, where- 
of all be not governed with the Spirit and Word 
of God) they may err, and ſometimes have erred 
even in things appertaining to God , - wherefore 
things ordained by them, as zeceſſary to Salvation, 
have neither Strength nor Authority, unleſs it may 
be declared that they be taken out of the Holy 
Scriptures, Here our Church plainly declares, 

' that:foraſmuch as a Council or Synod conſiſts of 
fallible Perſons,” they can-determine nothing neceſſa- 
ry to Salvation, but what ey can make out that 

_ tit is<learly, to any unprejudiced Eye, contained 
in the Scripture, not fetched out by - weak and 
precarious - ——_— or phanciful Surmiſes, 

, much lefs 'by a 'difforted Interpretation, and repug- 
nant' to Common Senſe and Reaſon, which are-ne- 
+4; LS "Io | ceſlarily 
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ceſſarily ſuppoſed in the und ing of any 


_ Scripture or Writing whatſoever, as I have inti- 
- mated above. 
- Andeven that Article (20.) which the Tranſle- 
#or produces in his Preface, in the behalf of Mon- 
, fiettr Maimboarg's grand Maxime, do but produce 
© _ the whole Article and it is plainly againſt it. For 
the words are theſe: The Church has power to 
d&cree Rites and Ceremonies and Autority in Con- 
troverſies of Faith; and yet it is notlawtul for the 
Church to ordain any thing that is contrary to 
God's Word written, neither may it fo expound 
one place of Scripture that 1t be repugnant to a- 
nother. Wherefore although the Church be a 
Witneſs and Keeper of Holy Writ, yet-as it ought 
not to decree any thing «g94inſ# the ſame,ſo beſide the 
ſame, ought it not to inforce any thing to be be- 
lieved for Neceſſity of Salvation. It is true, the 
Church is here ſaid to have Authority'in Controver- 
ftes of Faith, As certainly if atiy ſhould raife new 
Stirs in any National Church, touching '-ſuch 
ints as the Antient Primitive' Synods have cons 
cluded for, in the behalf of the Divinzry'of Chriſt, 
and T7iwnity of the God-head, pretending they 
have clearer demonſigations than ever ' yet were 
propoſed agamft thoſe Deciſions or wy.or like na- 
ture, which may concern the Joſef eff of our 
Chriſtian Worſhip, and indiſpenſable. way of Satva- 
#70», the Church has Authority as ſhe ever had, 
in fuch Controverſies, to ratifie fuch Arricles of 
Faith, but ſhe is not faid to have Authority to 
make every Synodrcal Deciſion an Article of Faith, 
whether the nature thereof will bear- it or no. 
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Scripture. (as afſuredly thoſe points. are above 
mentioned, though with weak or cavilling meg - 
they have been made queſtionable) to be believed 
for Neceſſity of Salvation. . Whiclh-1s the proper Cha- 
racer of an Article of Faith, according as the Pre. 
face to the Athanaſian Creed intimates... And Mon- 
fieur Maimbourg himſelf is ſo ſenſible of this main 
Truth, that-1n the Explication of his general Ma- 
xime, he acknowledges that the Church has no 
Autority to coin-any. New Articles of Faith, bur 
only to declare ſhe has diſcovered them exi/tent be- 


fore 1n the Scriptures, but not ſo clearly eſpi'd or 
diſcerned as by an aflembled Synod. 


5. But. certainly no Article of Faith, that is to 
ſay , no Truth neceſlary to Salvation can be ſaid to 
be” pre-exiſtent 1n the Scriptures, and having lain 
hid to be diſcovered afterwards, that is not diſcove- 


_ red but. by ſuch forced Interpretations of the Text, 


that are. repugnant to: Common Sex/e and Reaſon. 
Is not- this..a-Reproach to the Wiſdom of God, 
that he ſhould: inſpire the Holy Penmen- to ſet 
down Truth neceſſary to Salvation {0.9b{curely, that 
the meaning cannot be' reached without doing vio- 
lence to Common Senſe and Reaſon, and running 
counter to thoſe previows Prixciples, without which 
it is impoſſible to make ſenſe of any writing what- 
ever? Or without .interpreting- one place of Scri- 


Ppture repugnantly to the plain ſenſe of another. - 


. Which this Article expreſly forbids as unlawful. 


So plain is it that our Church limits the Authority 
of a Synod to certain Rules agreed of on all hands, 
agatalt which they have no. Authority to define 
any thing: And: plain, places of Scripture. arg 
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*Þ - Rule, contrary to which it 1s not lawful to inters. - 
_ any either pretendedly or really obſcure place. 
0 


r can any place at all be plain without the ad- 
mittance of thoſe Proleptick Principles of rightly 


43 0 OE ſenſe and common prpmann Nott- 


ons efjentially ingrafted in the-mind of man, whe- 
ther they relate to Reaſon or: Morality. Thele, both 
Synod and Conteſters , are ſuppoſed to be agreed on, 
and therefore no Synodical Deciſion repugnant to 


| theſe according to our Church 1a interpreting of 


Scripture (if I rightly underſtand her) ought to 
have Autority with it. 

, 6. Butas tor dofrinal Deciſions, ſuch as concern 
the Ju/tifiableneſs of the Chriſtian Worſhip, and are 
of Veceſ/ity to Salvation , and ſuch as, although ei- 
ther weak or willful cavilling men may make que- 


- ſtionable, yet are clearly enough delivered in Scri- 
. pture, theſe, queſtionleſs, a Synod has Autority to 


determine as Articles of * Faith. And ſuch as have 
not-the like Clearneſs nor Neceſſity, as alſo innocent 


- and indifferent Rites and Ceremonies, when the 


one and the other ſeem advantagions to the Church, 
ſuch Syzodical Deciſions may pals into Articles of 
Communion, \n that ſenſe I have above explamed. 


'. And laſtly, As in that' caſe of the Synod of Dore, 


when the points controverted have on both fides 
that /2vVixcible Obſcurity and Intricacy, and there 


ſeems to be forcible. Arguments for either concluſion. , 


What, I humbly. conceive, 1s to be done 1n that 
cafe, I have fully enough expreſſed already, and 
therefore think it needleſs again to repeat. 

\.7. In the mean time, I hope, I have made it 
manifoldly apparent that Monſieur Mainbourg s ge- 


neral Maxime, 'viz., That the Church, in which are 
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found the two Parties concerned , has ever had the 
Power to determine all differences, and to declare 


that as Matter of Faith, which before there was no 
Obligation to believe; And that we are bound to. 
acquieſce in her Deciſions under the penalty of be- 


ing Schiſmaticks, is not , (eſpecially as he would 


- have his Maxime underſtood) agreed on by all 


Churches, as well Proteſtant as Pontificiav. And 
that therefore this Szare or Net, wherewith he 
wopld:catch and win hone ky the Proteſtants into 
a Profeſſion of the Intallibility of the Church in $y- 
nodical Deciſions; fo that the Church: muſt be firſt 
allow*d Infalible, that we may glibly ſwallow down 
whatſoever ſhe. decides , even Tranſubſtantiation it 
ſelf, with all other Errours of the Church of Rome ; 
this Ner or Szare, I hope, TI have ſufficiently bro- 
ken.. AndI will only note by the bye, how the 
ſubtileſt Romaziſts declining the Merits of the (Cauſe, 
labour "Tooth. and Nail to eſtabliſh the abſolute 1»- 
fallibility of their Church. But our Saviour tells 
us; By the fruit you ſhall know them. Wherefore 
any man or Company of. men that profeſs them- 
ſelves infallible, their Infallibility muſt be examined 
by their Dot#rines, which if they be plainly an 
one of them. falſe, their boaſt of Infalibility mo 
certainly-is not true. 

- 8. But foraſmuch as an- _A4ppea! to a Maxime 
.pretended to be agreed upon by both ſides, both 
Papifts and Proteſtants, is made uſe of with ſo much 
Wit and Artifice, to ingage the Proteſtants to im- 
brace Tranſubſtantiatiov and the-reſt of the Romiſb 
Errours.: I hope Monſieur Maimbourg will not take 
it amiſs, if I civilly meet him again in his own. 
Way, and. ſhow _ by an. Appeal, not only to 
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ove Maxime but above a dozem at leaſt of Common 
Notions, which I did above recite, and in which 
. both Papiſts and Proteihants, and all mankind are 
agreed, that it may demonſtratively be made evi- 
= that the Doctrine of Tranſub/tantiation is grofly 

& < | 

For thar which in it ſelf is falſe, no declaring or 
faying it is true, though by the vote of an entire 
Synod, can make it true, by the firf# of the Com- 
mon Notions above-mentioned, Chap. 8. Sei. 4. 

Secondly , Whatever 1s plainly repugnant to 
what is ?rve, . is certainly falſe, and conſequently 
can be no due Article of a true Faith or Religion, by 
the ſecond and'third Common Notions. And there- 
fore Tranſubſtantiation cannot paſs into an Article of 
Faith by the Authority of any Synod whatever. 

Thirdly, Now that the DoQtrine of Tranſub/tan- 
tation is falſe, is manifeſt from the afſuranc# of 
our Senſes rightly circumſtantiated. To which our 
Saviour Chriſt appeals, who is wiſer than all the 
.Synods that. ever were or will be, as was obſerved: 
in Common Notion the fourth. But our Sexſes al- 
{ure us it 1s. Bread ſtill; not the Body of Chriſt. 

Fourthly, If Tran/ubſtantiation be true , an El- 
| Tence or Being that is oe remaining fill one, may 
be divided or {eparated from it ſelf, which 1s repug- 
nant to the ffrh Common Notion. 

Fifthly, If Tranſubſtantiation be true, the whole 
is not bigger than the part, nor the part leſs than 
the whole, which contradits. the ſixrh Common- 
Notion. 

- Sixthly, If Tranſubſtantiation be true, the parts 
in a Diviſion do not only agree with the whole, bur. 


agree one.with another, and are indeed Ew 
4 < the. 
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the ſame ;. for divide a conſecrated Wafer into two, 
viz. A. and B. this A. and B. are the ſame intire 
Izdividsal Body of Chriſt according to this Do- 
Arine ;- which  contradits the ſeventh Common 
Notion. + ; 

Seventhly, Tf the ſaid DoQtrine be true, one and 
the ſame Body may be a Cube and a Globe at once, 
have the figure of.an Flumane Boay and of a Pyramid 
and Cylinder at the ſame time, according as they 
| ſhall mould the Conſecrated - Bread, which is re- 
pugnant to the ezghth Common Notion., 

* - Eighthly, Tranſubſtantiation, if it be any truth 
at a1,-it is a Revealed Truth ; but no Revelation the 
Revealing whereof, or the manner of Revealing is 
repugnant to the Divine Attributes, can be from 
God, by Common - Notion the 2:2th : but if 
this Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation were a Truth, 
_ it feems not to ſute with the Wiſdom of God to 
reveal a Truth that ſeems ſo palpably to overthrow 
afid thwart all the innate Principles of humane Un- 
. aerſtanding, and the aſfufance of the rightly circum- 
ftantiated Senſes, to both which Chriſt himſelf ap- 
peals, and without which we have no certainty of _ 
the Miracles of Chriſt and his Apoſtles. And he 
| hence expoſes his Church to be befool'd by all ' 
the lucriterous fictions of a fallacious Prieſthood. 
And beſides this, the circumſtances or manzer of 
its firſt Revelation at the Lord's Supper as they 
would have it, :ſhows it cannot be ; for the Con- 
ſecrated Bread retaining ſtill the ſhape and all other 
ſenſible qualities of Bread without any change, and 
that by a miraculous ſupporting them, now not in- 
herent in their proper ſubjeQ Bread, which is tran- 
ſubſtantiated into that very*Body that holds it » 
is 
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timated before, to be thus at. the expence of ſo vaſt. a 
Miracle here at his laſt Supper, and to reyear the tanke 

Miracle upon all the Conſecrations of the Bread by the 
Prieſt, . which is the moſt effeftual means t6+make all 

men Infidels, as to the belief of Tranſubſtantiation, and 

to occaſion thence ſuch cruel and bloody Per ſecutions, Is ap- 

parently contrary to the Divine W:i/dom and Goodneſs ;, and 

therefore neither pretended Tradition not freſh Interpre- 
zation of the inſpired Text, can make.ſo groſs a falſ- 

hood true, by the tenth and eleventh Common Notions. . 

Niathly, If Tranſubſtantiation be true, one atid the ſame 


Body may be many thouſand times bigger or lefs than 


it ſelf at the ſame time, foraſmuch as the /eaſ# Arom or 
particle of his Body or Tran/ubſtantiated Bread is his 
whole Body as well as the bigger lamp according to this 


Doctrine, which contradicts the ewelfrþb Common No- * 


tion. 

Tenthly, If this Doftrine be true, The ſame Indivi- 
dual Body ſtill exiſting and having exiſted many Years, 
may notwithſtanding be made whiles it already exilts, 
which contradicts the thirteenth Common Notion. | 

Eleventhly, If Tranſubſtantiation be true, one and the. 


ſame Body may be preſent with. it ſelf and many thou-, 


- fands of miles abſent from it ſelf at once, be ſhut up in. 
. a Box and free to walk in the Field, and to aſcend into 
Heaven at the ſame time, contrary to-the fourteenth and 
fifteenth Common Notions. | 
And laſtly, If this Doctrine be true, a man may ſwal- 
low his own Body whole, Head, Feet, Back, Belly, Arms, 
and Thighs, and Stomach it-ſelf- through his Mouth, 
'down his Throat into his Stomach, that is to ſay, ev 
whit of himſelf into one knows not what of himſelf, 
leſs than a Mathematical Point or nothing. 'This Chriſt 
might have done, and a{tually did if he did eat the Con- 
fecrated Bread with his Diſciples, which contradicts the 
ſixteenth Common Notion. FW 
Wherefore ſince in vertue of oze ſingle Maxim , Mon- 
fieur Aaimbourg ſuppoſing the Proteftants as well as the 


Papiſt 


his hands, or ſeems ſo to do. _ 1 ſay, as I have alſo in- | 
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2. Papifh p therein (though in that, as khaye ſhow; 

he 9 rn wouldgraw in the'Proteſtants to imbrace |” 

the DoGtrifie of Tranſubftantiation , and other Ertars of © 

the Romer Church ,- } appeal to bim how much more 

mm ces is, that he and as many as are of his pe | 

fion ſhould relingqush that Dotrine, it contradicti 
fo many Common Notions, which not only all Papiſts | 
Proteſtants, "but indeed all the whole World are agreed - - 
tn. And hence clearly diſcerning the: /»falbility of the . 

Roman Church , upon which this and other. erroneous 

DoCtrines'are-builr (ſuch as Invocation of Saints,, Wor.  *; 

ſhiping of Images; and the- like). pkinly :to. fail; that © © 

they ſhould bethink themſelves what need there. is to.xes © 
form their Church from ſuch- groſs errours, -and:toi pray 
to God to-put it into the'mind of-their Gavernours ſo:to 
do ; which would be-a pzaceable method indeed for the re- 
writing Proteſtants and Catholicks in matters of Faith, and 
principally in the ſubjeft of the Holy Euchariſt , as the Title 
of his' Method has it. afere Jb5t 

But ts'require an Von, things ſtanding. as they are, 
is to expett of: us that we: ceaſe to be men to became 
Chriſtians 'of ”' a novel Mode. unknown to- the | Primitive 
Chuareh+, * and under pretence of Faith, to: abjure the 
4ndeleble' Principles of ſound Reaſon, thoſe immutable Com- 
#01 Notions which the Eternal Logos has efſentially-ingrafred 
in our Souls; and without which neither Cerrainry of Faith 
can conſiſt; nor -any_affured ſenſe of either. the - Holy 
—_— or any Writing elſe be found out ot under- 
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